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THE 


PREFACE. 


Hen I firfl undertook to Anſwer theſe 
Papers, I little thought of writing a- 
/ Book; but when it was writ, 1 was 
more eafily perſwaded to make it pub- 
| ; lick ; for fo: kind of Objefions as 
theſe, our People are daily aſſaulted with, and our Mini- 
fers daily troubled to anfwer; and therefore it will be 
very ſerviceable to both to fp ſuch a plain Diſcourſe 
& this, which whatever defetts it may have, I am pretty 
confident, does ſufficiently expoſe the weakneſs and ſophi- 
ftry of ſuch Arguments. 0 
The truth is, this ought not to be made a Diſpute , and* 
the fundamental Miſcarriage is, that our People are not 
taught, or will not learn, to rejett ſuch captions (Queſtions 
as tendonly to Sceptiſm , and deſerve not to be confuted; 
which T think, I may have liberty to ſay,, now 1 have 
confuted them ; and to ſhew the reaſon 7 have.to ſay /o,. 
ſhall be the ſubjet of this Preface. En 
It is thought (and certainly it is ſo.) the moſt compen- 
dious way to reduce Proteſtants to the Communion of the - 
Church of Rome, to perſwade them, that __ can have . 
»o certarnty of their rr without an infa ible Fudge, 
ulity but in the.Church of ne | 
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and that there is no Infallt 
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' Now could they prove that the Church of - Rome is infal- 
" Tible , this indeed would be an irrefiſtible Reaſon to re- 
turnto her Communion ; but this they ſay little of now-a- 
days , this they would gladly have us take for granted, 
eſpecially if they gan prove that we can have no certaint 
without ax infalible Judge, and therefore this they a h 
themſelves to, to ruy, down Proteſtant certainty ,” and fir] 
to make men Scepticks in Religion, and then to ſettle them 
upon Infablibiltty. 


Now the way they take to do this, 1s not by ſhewing that 


the Reaſons on which Proteſtants build their Faith, either 
of Chriſtianity in General, or of thoſe particular Dottrines 
which they profeſs, are not ſuficient to found a rational 
Certainty on; for this would engage them in particular 
Diſputes , which is the thing they as induſtriouſly avoid, 
as if they were afraid of it ; but inſtead of this, they de- 
claim in general about the nature of Certainty ; as us, 
hew we know that we are Certain; if we rely upon Rea- 
ſon, other men do not -reaſon as we d», and yet think their 
Reaſon as good as ours ; if 01 Scripture, we ſee how many 
different and contrary Expoſitions there are of Scripture ; 
and how can we be certain then that we only are in the 
right , when other men are as confident , and as fully 
perſwaded as we > Now all this is palpable Sophiſtry, and 
no 0'her dire Anſwer canor ouzht to be given to it , but 
ro let them know , that after all they tan Jay, we find our 


feltes very certain; and that their attempt to prove us | 


«- certain without confuting the Reaſons of our Certainty, 
ts wery fallacioas. | 
1. As for the fiſt, whether 1 am certain or-not , no 
body can teW but my ſelf of it is matter of Senſe, as 
Sight and Hearing is ; and they may as well ask me how 


1 know that I ſee and hear , as how 1 know that 1 am 
Certain ; 1 feel that I am ſo, and that is Anſwer 
encuzh. | 2.And - 
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efore when they ask me, 


how' 1: know that 


am certain; if this Queſtion have any ſenſe in" it ,-it 


ft fignific on what Reaſon 1 f -y atakayyy for 


wothing can create Certainty. iy the- 5 
ſon and Evidence Ara ky Yo of things , as we can ſee 
with nothing but Light. Now if Certainty refults only 
from the Reaſon of things, it is ridiculous to expett any 
other Anſwer to that Queſtion, how I am certain; than 
my giving the Reaſons of my Faith; for there is no other 
Reaſon. of Certainty , than thoſe particular Reaſons, ſor 
which 7\ believe any thing : And this of neceſſity brings 
the Contreverſfie to Particulars. There is wo one Reaſon cf 
my Certainty ; becauſe, the ſams Reaſon will not ſerve 
for all things 5 and therefore before 1 can give them 
my Reaſon, 1 muſt know what they require a Reaſon of , 
and then 1 will give it them. And thus we are jult 
where we were ; aud. if they will Jon that we have 
vo Certainty, they muſt confute all the Reaſens of our 
Faith, and diſpute over all the Controverfies between u: ; 
a Task which they are not willing to undertake; on1 
yet there is no other way to prove the Faith of Pro- 
teſtants uncertaiy, but by. proving that. they have no cer- 
tain Reaſons of their Faith. *. "x 

. Tes, youl ſay, it is proof enough , that we cannot be 
certain , becauſe we every day find ſo many confident 
men miſtaken , who. yet think themſelves as certain * as 
we do, . and therefore we may be miſtaken," notwith-- 
Rtanding all our. PA. and confidence that we are wot. 
Now this indeed; mould, be an.unonſwerable Argument , 
did we found our Certainty upon the meer ftrenzth and 
confidence of Perſwaſion ; for men may be wery confident 
becauſe they. are iznorgnt ; and wa.readily grant, th.it 
an. iguorant.. Comfulence may. betray men into the \ groſſe.t 
Errors. ; and therefore though every confident man TG 
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himſelf in the right, 'we never think another? min 
the right neerly. becauſe ws ſee him con SAD 16 
is a plain figs that all men diſtinguiſh R—_ wes 
and Certainty.. Wiſe men , who would not be miſtaken ; 
are very careful that their Confidence do not out-run thezr 
Reaſon, for mn: ance the Foundation of Certainty ; 
xo man 'can have greater 'Certainty than he has" E- 
vidence for what ' he | rote Now: fence men may bb 
equally confident with or without Reaſon , the only wa 
to try the Certainty of their Faith, is to examine the 
ks whereon it is founded; if we can confute their 
Reaſons , we deſtroy their Certainty; if we can't, it is 
ridiculous to charge their Faith: with Uncertainty ; for 
that is a certain Faith which is Built upon certain and 
immoveable Reaſons; and if the Certainty ' of | Reafon 
makes: men certain, and ſome mens Faith may be built 
«pon certain Reaſons , though others are miſtakes , then 
the confident Miſtakes of ſome men is no proof, that the 
Faith of all men is uncertain. #61), 

1 am ſure all Mankind think "thus , who think any 
thing,” which is a good fign that it is a very natural 
thought. No man thinks himſelf the leſs certain, becauſe 
he Js other men differ from him. The | Foundation 
A this wery . Argument againſt Proteſtant Certaiuty owns 
this., 

The Argument is, That we can never kuow 'when we 
are certain, becauſe of the multitude of differing 'Opini- 
ons which are maintained with equal Confidence on all frdes. 
Now that this - is. no plain” and comvincing Argument a- 
gainſt Certainty, is evident” from the Argument | ee 


which confeſſes, That notwithſtanding © all this div 
of » ery , af men. are very confident” of their own -* 
which I think proves; that every man Believes that'be 
may | be certain ; nay does attually think himſelf —_ 

| | - thoug, 
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though . be . knows that -other men differ from'bim; "and 
that *'T think proves , that - they do mot Believe that no 
-man can be certain, becanfe ſome men are confident, and 
.yet miſtaken. And it is equally ſtrange to-me, both 
that:if "this be ſuch a convincing* Argument" ( as is pre- 
' ended) no man ſbould believe it, and that the Advocates 
of Infallibility ſhoald think to * tmpoſe "upon the *Worll, 
w_ ſuch a palpable piece of. Syphiſtry as all men de- 
= | 
Ip There is no way to prove the Faith. of Proteſtants 
to be uncertain, but to prove that the Principles whereon 
we build our Faith are uncertain; for if there be cer- 
tain means to know the true Faith, then though ſome mi- 
_Nake,, others may be in the right; and thoſe who are in 
the right , may Kao they are in the right ; for 'the Mind - 
does as evillently diſcover clear and'bright Truth, as the 
. Eye does the Light. _He who feels Truth , will know 
. himſelf certain, and no may can confute him, withoat con- 
fiting the Reaſon of his Faith. | 
'T his ſhews how abſurd it is to ack us, How we know. 
that weare certain, and at the fame time" to-refuſe' to 
hear the. Reafons of our Faith; or to attempt 'to prove 
that we are not, and cannot be certain , without" confu- 
ting the Reaſons which make us certain. For Certainty 
rebels from the Reaſons of our Faith, as fight does from 
tight; and men may as. well be certain without Reaſon, as 
ew how they are certain, "without aſſigning the Reaſons 
which 'make them certain. And therefore the only Trial of 
our Certaimty is by examininy! the Reaſons whereon we 
build our Certainty.” And this is a plain direflion to our 
"Pegphe how'ta or this captious and ſophiſtical Qusſti-. 
wn. As tg fhew this very briefly by way of | Queſtion ani 


. Anjwer. 
'B ; ue 


| 12 PROFANE... = i > 

Qef. Howdo you know, that you are. certain , or 
are not deceived g choſe rlungs b- which you think 
your {clves moſt certain 2 ooo 

 Anſw. What do you mean, Sir > How 1 know that 7 
widerſtand > Or how:1 know a good Reaſon when T hear 
it > Truly 1 know. this,. ouly as 1 know how I ſee; God 
bas given me Eyes to-:ſee with, and a Faculty of Ragſov 

zo underſtand with, and I truſt my Eyes, and my Under- 
Standing, and if. you.can tell. me any. better way, _ 1 ſhalt 
gladly. hear. it, PTY | 

Queſt. Burt do not all men fay as you do-, thatthey. 
truſt their.own Underſtanding ? - And are you not ſen- 
ſible what a fallible -thing Human . Underſtanding is? - 
Do you not daily ſee how many men are miſtaken | 

And how then can you be.ſure that you are not? 

'  -Anfiv. Tes, 1 am very ſenſible that many confident men - 
are miſtaken ; but ſure "this is--not. the original fault of © 
their Underſtanding , for then all men muſt be miſtakty ; 
and then we muſt either be certain without. our Vuderſtand- 
ing, which is to know certainly without knowing, at all; 
'for there is. no other Faculty whereby we can know hut only 
the Underſtanding ; or elſe we muſt be .contented to know 
nothing ; for that knowledge which has nothing, of Certain . 
ty, docs not deſerve the name of know!edge. | 

zeſt. But whar-is this to the purpoſe, what the. Cauſe - 
of ſuch Miſtakes are? Forget the.Gaule be what. it will, 
if men. are ſtill miſtaken, haw..do .you. know: that. | 
you are not miſtaken too? , 

"Anſiy. Tes, this is very much to the purpoſe ; for, if the 
fault be n1t in the Underſtanding, if Human Underſtand-. 
ings are. capable of knowing Truth then it does not follow, _ 
_ that hecarſt ſome men are miſtaken, therefore all are; nay, . 

it does not follow, that becauſe ſome men are very confi- 
dent in their miſtakes, therefore noman can be certain that . 


ihe £5 


he is not- miſtaken. For if the. Dnder/tanding is capa- 
ble of diſtinguiſhing between Truth and Error , as the 
Eye can diſtinguiſh its Objets,then it can know Truth when 
#t ſees it ; and this is the foundation of Certaimty. 

. Queſt. But does not every man, who is in an Er- 
ror, think that he ſees Truth 2 

. Anſw. Tes, and ſo dozs a man who js ina Dream, 
think that he ſees, and talks with his Friends; but a man 
who -ts awake knows that he does jo; and though there are 
'a great many Dreamers, you can mever nd a man, 
who is awake , that he is in a Dream ; and there is as 
much difference between the vigor and diſtinfineſs of Per- 
'ception in Error and Truth, as there is between the de- 
lufrons of a Dream , and the. quick and ſtrong Perceptions 
of .a man awake.” And thus a man, who ſees truth , 
does as certainly - know that he ſees it , ar the Eye does 
that it fees light. - - RT” 

Queſt. "And do you then reſolve all Certainty into 
your own Senſe and Feeling, which is a kind of Natu- 
ral mas gr and iy molt men nothing elſe but the 
ftrength of Fancy and Imagination 2 _ 

; Aniw. No, hon means I feel my ſelf certain indeed, 
bat my Certainty does not reſult from bare confidence aud 
aſſurance that I am in the right, which men may have, 
who are in the wrong ; but from the 'clear and irrefiſtible 
Evidence of Reaſon which pierces the Mind,as Lizht does 
the Eyt,andcaptevates the Underſtanding into a full and 
immoveable aſſent. I have ſuch Reaſons for: what I be- 
lieve, as. do abwritlantly ſatixfie me in the Truth and Cer- 
tainty of my Faith; and when I feel the Evidence and:Con- 
wilivy of Reajes ,,1 feel my ſelf certain. - 

Quefh.+ Bur. till 'the ſane Queſtion :returns , How 
you are certain of your Reaſom? For alk men pretend to 
tdme Reaſon-or 'other for | what .they believe , Ke 

| B 2 : tf 
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| _  "The- Picface. | 
think their Reaſon certain, or elſe they would not-bi--- 
—_—_—_ Be 27 age | 

Ainſiv. Right ! and will think themſelves certain ſtil 
till you have confuted their Reaſons, and convinced them, 
that they are miſtaken : For there is no other way of. deal- 
ing with reaſonable. Creatures, but to reflifie their Mz- 
fakes , and. by ſtrong. and ſolid" Reaſons: ts «confute the 
vain and . empty appearance of it. And if you ran ds 
rhis, I. ſhall uzry gladly hear you, and when- you . 
Pleaſe , will. give you the particular, Reaſons-- of - my- 
Faith. + gr | 
'. Queſt. What do you-mean? Thiat - I ſhould difſ- 
pute all the Points in Controverſics berweenus? There 
is a Task indeed! 'There: will be no cnd- of wrang- 
ling at this rate; No, no ! Since you- arc-not- cerrgin, 

7 cannot be certain in your-way;-I- will 'dire&- you- 
how you may. be. certain, without troubling your (elf. . 
wich Diſputes. . - es 

Anſiv. 1 'beg your Pardon , Sir, I am wery cer- 
tain; or however you can never convince me that 1 ans 
ut certain , without hearing what the - Reaſons of my 
Faith are, aud proving: them to be" wreertain ;. for my 
Certainty is founded upon Reaſon, and if my Reaſons be 
certain, what ſhould make me uncertain? -Þ . 

Queſt. Do you pot ſee , that Reafon it ſelf- is uncer- 
tain? How do Men differ" in their Reaſons? What con- 
trary Expoſitions of Scripture do they give? and- what: 
Certainty then in this Way ? LES | 

Anſw. 7 hope, Sir, you will not ſay, That there * no- 
ſuch thing as true Reaſon, or that true Reaſons uncertain, 
or that Scripture truly expounded-is an uncertain Rule : 
Now though other Men -reafon -fool3ſbly , and. interpret - 
Scripture perverſly, what is that tome, if F reaſon right, 
and expound Scripture truly? as T believe I do and,. 
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WEE: -: 
ſhalt believe ;fo ,, till you cam prove; that. I don't. "My 
Certainty I told you is founded upon certain Evidence , 
andl you can never ſhake my Certainty, till you can ſhake 
that. It would be great and contemptible weakneſs in me, 
ro diſtruſt the moſt plain and convincing Reaſon, becauſe - 
you tell -me, that other Men are of another mind; if you 
can prove, that their Reaſon is better than mine, I will © 
yield to the beſt Reaſon; but I cannot renounce my Rea- 
ſon , while I believe -it true , nor ſuſpet it, while 1 
believe tt certain.” IR2t ng 

- Queſt. When two Men differ in their Opinions, and - 
oppole Reaſon to Reaſon ; muſt not one of them be 
miſtaken 2? | ro Hog | 

Anſw. Tes, it may be both, but neither of them 

think themſetves miltaken meerly becan{ they differ from 
each other, for that would end the Diſpnte. If the diffe- 
rences in Religion were an Argument againſt the Certainty 
. of all Religions, there were an end of Religion ; for In- 
{allibility zt-ſelf could not eſcape, which is denied Þ 
more Chriſtians thaw believe it; and therefore thoſe who 
would be certain , muſt look well to the Reaſons of their 
Faith, and thoſe who will prcve my Faith to be uncertain, 
muſt prove that the Reaſons on which 1 believe are either 
falſe or uncertain ;- and thoſe who are not contented with 
this, quarrel with the late of human Nature ; and may. 
help themſelves as they can.” 2, <4 
_ - This, Þ think, is Teftcient fer a Preface ' to this Diſ- 
courſe. Let Put: Proteſtants maintain their ground, and - 
not be perſwaded, that they have no certain Foundation 
for their PaitW till Papiits have conſuted the particular 
Reaſons of -their Faith, and 1 dare undertake, they wilt 
never fee axy Reaſon to queſtion their Faith, - nor find any 


want of 'an infallible Jude. 
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» But yet fince ſome Men ſo deſpiſe that Certainty, which 
reſults from a clear and diſtinit Knowledge of things, -in 
compariſon with Infallibility, et us briefh confider what 
the true Notion of Infallibility is, and bow much it excels 
a certainty of Knowledge. _ | 
_ 1. Firſt then I obſerve, That Tnfallibility belongs to 
Perfons, not to Things. A Propoſition cannot be fallible 
- or. #nfallible,  Eut true or falſe; for Fallible'frgniftes, that 
which can be deceived, Infallible, that which cannot be 
deceived, and therefore can be appiied only to intelligent 
Beings , who are capable of either. So that to ſay, that 
an Pro oſition is injallikly true, befides the har 
T the Expreſſion, adds nothirg to Truth; for that which 
es true is true, and can neither be more nor leſs true. 
Secondly, Perfett Infallibility is nothing elſe, but an 
univerſal Certainty of Knowledge : As for Inſtance 
God only is bk, proxy by Nature; but Infallibility is a 
Negative, and there are no Negatives inthe Divine Na- 
tare; and therefore if we would underſtand what Gee's 
Infallikility is , we muſt reduce it to ſome poſitive Per- 
feftion, and. that can be nothing elſe but Infinite Know- 
ledge ; for this Reaſon we ſay, that God is Infallible, be- 
cauſe he knows all things, and he who knows all things 
can never miſtake. $1 that it is Knowledge which is the 
a 7 apr » Tufallibility is only a mide of Speech , to fig- 


nifie the moſt a4 gr certainty of Knowledge. | 
Thirdly, And therefore Infallibility is _ not oppoſed to 
certainty of Knowledge , with reſpedt to the evidence and 
certainty of Perception; for Infallibility is nothing elſe 
but Certainty, and ſuch a Certainty as raſuits from the 
moſt perfett Knowledge of the reaſon and natuye of things, 
a tt is in God, which is only true Infallibility.” There is 
no difference between Certainty and Infallibility in God, 
and the difference between the Certainty of Creatures pi 
| the 


— The Preface. | | 
the BAN of God is this, that the one is a' finite 
and the other an infinite — for nothing can be © 
by nature infallible but infinite Knowledge , but a finite - 
Knowledge , which does nat extend to every thing, may in + 
ſeme- things be deceived, but as far as it reaches it may - 
be certain', and that is a kind of a finite Tnfaſlibility. 
A fallible Creature does not. fignifie a Being, which can 
never be certain, but -a Being which has mot a natural © 
knowledge of all things, and therefore may be deceived © 
in.thoſe things - which are without the: ſphere. of its know- 
ledge; and therefore it is as abſurd to ſay , That we - 
cannot be certain of any. thing,, becauſe we are not infal- - 
lible, as to ſay, That we can know nothing, becauſe. we do 
wot know all things. 

Fourthly, And therefore Fallibility , or Infallibility, 
db. mot alter the nature of Certainty. What is the Cer- - 
tainty of | God,-but thoſe clear and bright Idea's of Truth - 
in the divine Mind > for he is not certain, becauſe. he is 
infallible, hut. be is infallible; becauſe he is certajn ; and 
thus in proportion 10 that diffance which is between God -- 
and Creatures, our Certainty is nothing elſe, but a clear 
and diſtint knowledze and perception of the reaſon and * 
_ natures of things; and whereever- this is , how fallible 
foever the Perſon is in other matters, he is certain ſo 
far; and 'to demand any farther . Reaſon of Certainty, . 
than the clear and diftinit knowledge of things; is to de+ 
mand ſome other Reaſon of Certainty than Knowledge ; + 
and thus we may doubt. of the Certainty: of God , "as well. 
as of Men , if we do not allow a clear and diftinit. 
Knowledge to be *Cettainty., for there is nothing beyond - 
this. | 
.  Fifthly, And hence it follows, That as to things which. 
are knowable” by the light of Nature , our Certainty.re- 
ſults frem the clear and diſtin perceptions of our wn - 
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winds, and. depends on the truth and certainty- of our 


watural Faculties. As for Inſtance ; Thoſe Impreſſions 
which our Senſes make on us, and thoſe Perceptions the 
awaken in our minds, are ſo ſtrong and forcible, that t 


create a watural Certainty, and we cannot doubt," whether. 
what we ſee, and feel, and hear, be real or not ; thoſe na- 


tural Idea's and Notions we have in our minds, thoſe fir 
Principles of Reaſon and Diſcourſe , appear ſo plain aid 
Self-evident to us, that w2 can no more queſtion them than 
our own Being,and ſeek for no other Proof of them, but 
their own natural \Evidence ; As that both parts of a 
Contradiflion cannot be true; That nothing can be and 
wot be, at the ſame time ; That no Power can make that 
never to have been , which once was; That nothing that 
ever was not, can be without a Cauſe. Theſe Propoſitions 
are fo Self-evident, that the Mind aſſents ts them with- 
out ' demanding any other Proof but themſelves, which 
ſhews, that the very higheſt Certainty of all is nothin 
1 64 but an intuitive Knowledge, or the Minds ſeeing and 
tſcerning that natural Buidence which i5.in things ; and 
thoſe who will not al'ow a-clear and diſtinit knowledge to 
be the Foundation of Certainty, muſt rejet all Self- 
evident Principles , which we? can have no other Proof of 
but themſelves, at leaſt n2 better, for we cannot reaſon 


in infinitum, and therefore muſt come to ſome firſt 


Principles, which are knewn only by their own light and 

evidence. | EE f 
"Next to this , are thoſe Notions and Idea's, which are 

fo eafie and natural to cur minds, that moſt men believe 


them by a kind of natural ſenſe and inſtinft , without 


reaſoning about them; and thoſe who have no mind to 
believe them, yet cannot rid their minds of them; ſuch 


as the Being and Providenc: of God , . and the Efſe 


differences betweer Good aud Evil. Theſe are the next | 


dezree x 


eve "them , ſees vhevs to. 
- aboiit them, © This is very 

the” leſs f pr there is required in any 

more there is of Certainty : Firſt and. Self-evident Pris 

ciples admit of no Reaſoning, Natural Notions require 

none ; and as for all other matters, the nearer wry i 

firſt Principles or natural Notions, the more certain andl 


evident they. are; nay, we have no other certainty. of the 
deduftions and conclufions of Reaſon, but their manifeſt 
connexion-to ſome Principles and Notions, which may be 


known without Reaſoning ; which ſhews, as '1'ſaid before; 
That all natural Certain is at laſt reſe ade Bru an 
intuitive TTEIrE, e; and the Certainty of *\Reaſow is nb+ 
thing elſe, but PS. cone; thoſe chings which we do not 
know by Nature , with thoſe which we do. ny 
Sixthly, Where natural Knowledge and nataral Cer- 
 tainty ends, there' Revelation begins i" but-ftif Certainty: 
is not + Ifallbility, But Evidence, © and.natural\ Evillence 
too :- For there can be no communication betiveew God and 
Creatures , as to revealing his Will, but by the n:diation 
of our natural Faculties; whether the Objett be naturally 


or ſupernaturally revea led, frog gre inet pa 


ulties to tnow and aiderſlaud{ with; and 
his 1 fo cd nderi Evidewce: of ſen 
h be 


Revelations Showwh this\ Evidence is awing to 

Caufog," As' for linyn 4:00 i rant 

bei e axfar as he is tſpired, \it 53 not his In-. 
fo makes" bin certain that be 3s "inſpired , 
but x certain" Boidence the. has that. this-Revelation 
comes Yom: God ; dbjch maſt ys by ſowe external 


an 


Le Ss ths 


and ihe. hy fo 

wor the Mink % earrks. its" "_ 
which t #f Fa #9 mancan know, but. 
Yor thoſe who are not- inſpired themſebves, but m 4 
from. inſpited Men,, their Faith muſt depend upon that 
OY they have for the Revelatton;; the —_ No- 
ton 0 =;g Veracity is the reaſon : why” they believe 
what they kriow 55 revealed; they 'maſt uſe their own 
Facalties t5 wnder/tand what. is revealed aud they maſt 


ng te of the truth and certainty of 1a Revelation from 
rks and.C haratters as-are. ab. bo Either to Sexje 


er as 
ST Eee a has 1 


&# Reaſon. ". - 
So that Infallibility fonnds. very bis Gut fawifirs 
very little in this Diſpute ; for all Certainty ,.. eber 
in natural or revealed XK wooled, re, miſt be $42 mes, 
Evidence, #0t 1n1ts. Infallibibey, . . Thﬀwsh- an iſoined 
Prophet is \ai infallrble Oracle in thoſe things which he 
ſpeaks by. Inſpiration , yet it is not - his Infatiibility, but by 
that Evidence he has that he is Atuinely pied, which 
makes him certain; much leſs can any max be  anfa Uibl 
certaingiwho\ 43 wot infallible himſelf, ' how many" inf, Gf allbl 
Teachers. foruer there are in - World. For we may 
is well Jay, That a man may- be wiſe with another mans 
Wiſdom ,. as inifallible by. another mans Infallibility. E- 
bones gr areas 0 an fr one y þ 


degree of Xnowledge , peri ef his elf, and 

therefore can never have aw infallible K; 

be himſelf be infallible. 
thew we, fbonld grants, That the Pepe,or Church 

of Rime: were: infallibia.;. her \wloarage har. in Fe 

pie for C ht above a Proteſtant "Bees the Aja 

libility 


"> "TAST=. bY 
e . = -X) "- *. = - P 
wh awed * if - x0 "4 "> q p Sg LW be ARS. 7: kx 
wo " WE ds "A 
%. A + V 
= 


The Preface. : 
libility of the Pope make them all fa ? And if 
every Papiſt be not not infallible, then they can have 
no more Certainty than fallible Creatures are capable of, 
and ſo much I hope may be-allowed to fallible Prote- 
Ftants. The Authority of a Revelation in matters. di- 
wvinely Revealed , anſwers to natural Evidence in things 
knowable by the light of Nature ; as we cannot doubt of 
things which are plain and evident to our Vnderſtand- 
ings, ſo we cannot doubt of what we kuow is Revealed 
by God ; but then as we muſt uſe owr Reaſon to judge 
of the natural Evidence of things, ſo we muſt uſe our 
Reaſon to judge of the truth , and emidence, and ſenſe 
of a Revelation, and it is the 08 Mind and the ſame 
Underſtanding which muſt judge hath of natural and 
revealed Knowledge ; and if our Vaderflandings be not 
infallible, I know not how an infallikle Judge , or an in- 
fallible Revelation, which are external things , ſhould be- 
ftow an internal Infallibility on us. Aud therefore after 
ab. their brags of Infallibiliry , Papiffs themſebves muſt 
be contented if they can be certain; for af Infallitility 
did fignifie ſomewhat more than Certaanty , yet Certainty - 
is the moſt that a fallible Creature cas heme ;. for it is im- 
poſſible for any Creature to have Infallakilsty, who is not 
znfallible himſelf. And this I hope adll make them a 
little more favourable hereafter to Pnateffiant Certainty ; 
for whatever can be objefted againft Certainty in general, 
as diſtingaiſhed from Infallibility , wif as effetually -de- 
frroy the Popiſh, as the Proteſtant Certainty ; for Papiſts 
are no-more infallible Creatures, than Proteſtants are. 
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2 Concerning a Judge of Controverſies. 
- A : | | n FP 
Theſe ObjeRionsagainſt the Proteſtant reſolution of Faith, 


ſtrike not only at the foundafionsof the ProteſtantReligion, 
but of Chriſtianity it ſelf. *Fdr if the Diſpute were a 


c 
of briflian Religion, by ſuch Arguments as t 

's 7 Rs O wawi c 
Fe 15 Rngs mb ich is ph 16 bat che Cliri- 
Tan Re gion, purged from the Corrnptions and Inn6vati- 
ons of  Popery,- Now it- would be pac pragtane to hear a 


Popiſh Prieſt in a m_—_ with Turks or Pagans about Chri- 


ſtianity,, urge the Authoruy. of- a viſible Jud 3 re 
cr 53 GY2K ha nd wage elte 3] el 
(who cannot be preſumed to own the Aathorirh- of any 


Judge) what Chriſtian Religion is, -and to convince him of 
the truth of it, bury Reaſon and Scripture, either this is a 
good way,or there is no certain foundation for Chriſtianity ; 


<dhfcr arty Man ſhewwme a Reaſhn , why Glrriſtiangynay 
nÞ&randeritial their Religion theTame was ar Hilton 
Muſt be taught it. This was che way Avhi andhis A - 
poſtles took with Jews and Heathens, and they had no other 


way to take with thera, 3-7 
The Jews had a written Law, which no A 
Wy work 
> Autho- 


contradt& ; and theretorgour Saviour didn. oufly 
Mira tppealed eothe Scripaares h Kijor the | 
rity of his Perſon, his Miracles, and his'Dodtrine, and lefe 


every man to his own liberty to judge for-himſelf, what he 


could 


bean no xeaſon.for Chriſt and his les to have di d 
with chem our of. the Scriptures, "out  4t1t =-2 


the bare 


Pro wely which rea 
—_ EO ELD of LE 
to W e Apoſt in 0x 
ſtian Dodrines. | 
Thus Chriſtianity w he at firft,and if this | 
ſolid Foundation , the yo Faith has none 
Chriſt nor Fr oftles cough they were TOR wo. 
their own Inf: e reaſon of mens Faith ,. wad 
a them tothe Law the Prophetes's which 
expounded to the conviction of all honeſt 
Minds; and if they would not believe- upon. a chefs rams, 
they muſt continue Infidels. | 
d.thac this way of reſolving Faith into  Auttioni y.- 
of a. viſible Judge, was not known in the Chri 
even in the Apoltics days (and yet methinks St.Peger's 
thority,if he had an Roch Authorityhould bays hoe 
ter known in thoſe ay5, than at ſuch a diſtangs of time) 
isevident from thoſe ear iy Hereſies, which ſprang-upin.the 
Church. For let.any. reaſonable man tell, me,: how 48/ispol- 
ſible. there ever ſhould have bcen any Herefoie the Church, 
if all Chiiſtians had received che; Authority, of 
Judge together with their Chriſtianity, Men might Hawe.ro re- 
nounced Chriſtianity-and the viſible Judge together ; but 
lag, then acknowledged a viſible Judge, it, {wm 1 mn wn of 
tra Ionre pemepel to the nameof Chriſtians, and: to ap- 
poſe the D of the Infallible Chair. | Had there been - 
a.viſible Judge of Controverſies in the Apoltles,days known 
co all Chriſtians, it had been impofſible there ſhould ever 
have been any. Heceſies in the CooarcBoudts ——_- men mult 
ant, who -think ic nocellacy Heoee hol beluch a viſible 
Fu wn þ- os nathan ops -to prevent the. rite 
and £ wr erelies; which » Shat the Aur 
thor rey of av a vilible Judge wauld do hs 'orelle this Argu- 
<0 F - ganL 


there have been. crefies 'in the Church ; this is a demon- 
ftration, there was no drowpiy: => in thoſe day Fn, 
* Well, batif there be no viſible Judge of erſies, 


ho Irony, -- ; 
' "Now, x. Suppoſe there are ſome difficult paſſages in Scri- 

pture, which are not obvious to'every common underſtand- 

ing; Can wenot thereforeunderſtand what is plain,becauſe 
aa ery are difficule? Can any thing be plainer than the 

firſt and Commandments, not to give divine Wor- 

ſhip to any Being, butthe S1preme God, and not to worſhip 

God b n_ and Pifures? Can any thing be plainer, 

than the Inſtitution. of the Lords Supper in both kinds ? 

than St. Pawls diſcourſe againſt Prayers in an unknown 

Tongue? Can any thing be plainer, than what is evident to y 
our very Senſes, that Bread and Wine is not tranſibſtantiated 
into the Body and Blood of Chriſt ? Men,who will believe 

rary tothe plain words of Scripture, contrary to the 

evidence of Senſe and Reaſon,which certainly ought tobe 
confulted in expounding Scripture, who prove that 
co be in Scripture which is not in it, or that nor to be in 
Scripture which is there, have ſome reaſorfto complain of 
the obſcurity of Scripture , for che Scriptures were never 
written to prove what they would have proved;buryet the; 
may be very plain to men,who only enquire what the Scr1- 
pture teaches, withour forcing ſuch Senſes upon it as it does 
not teach : Thoſe,who will prove thar from Seriprure which 
is not in it,/to be ſure muſt prove it very obſcurely,and then 
ro excuſe the obſcurity of their Expoſitions,charge the S-ri- 
Jens with obſcurity. Though all things are nor _ 
in_ in- Scripture, yet-all men may- underſtand what 1s 
plain;/ and ir is a Tringe perverinefs to ſay nothing is plain - 
In SC - becauſe Jome things are nor plain; or thar we 
cannot be certain of the ſenſe of plain-Texts,becauſe there 
are ſome obſcure Texts ' Se- 


to lead them - 
oe his Diſci- 


for 
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"when itis not plain char tis there? bn tug, ny 


inthe prove the- Dodtrine'of the Frivicy fronea 
ptures , and therefore I prefume did rebar bs 
proved from Scripture. 

This being a ofrine,which"can be known only by Re- 
velation; if Tt is norplain in * are, ir is plain no where, 
and fo notthe Obje of our Fairh; unleſs they can thew us. 
another Revelation beſides and above the Scriptures; The 
only Argument the Paper urges to prove the Dodtrine of 
the Trinity riot to be plain in Scripture, is,” That ſame de-. 
nied the Divinity of the Son, ſome believed the Holy Ghoft nat-to 
be a ſe) arate Perſon hut only an _ Nao t is, what: 
ever ſome'men — is 3d 4rd herefore Chriftia- 
nity it-felf is not plain, Jews ail Turks, and Hea: 
chens deny it. Is the Form of Baptiſm plainly contained in 
Scripture, to Baptize in the Name of the: Hetbes , of the Son,and- 
of the Holy Gho - and mneÞ dues: of the ancient Hereticks; 


whocorrupted-the Doctrine of the Trinity, would nor aſs 
this Form,whichr is as 6 Ar , that*this Form is 
- not plain, as that-the "the Trinity i is not :- And 


indeed,if one be plain, th the S— muſt be, nnlef we will fay,. 
Fhac we are baptized in the Name, that is, into the Faich 
o—_ Worſhip of Creatures. 


The Paper. 


yy 1 think the aſſembling thoſe Councils we receive as v Gene | 
al, ſhews that their Oppoſers were En; 


' How confiderable ? For Numbers, or Intereft;or Zeal, or 
Authority ? they were inferior upon all theſe accounts to 
the general Enemies of che Chriſtian Faith, and why ſhould: 
not the number of Infidel be as good: it 


an: 
Chriſtianity,as the mimber of Herericks againſt: 

dde of the Chriſtian Faith? But thiss © fire] Toiones no). 
ths Popiſh, EO ee Ine 


Aris of he Cle nrchirom throat pole 
was a good confirmation expounded Scripcureri 
tional Article Thich, which he Sciprus a ona Trade: 
ti 0 

of Fai bong aen thisReaſon, becauſe we-could not be 
Ge of the Evans of ichs FradconaForts _ 
or Sth. whar ther Fich was,and how 


SCriptures. 


The Paper. 
© dndchetthfeg vod Fathers did mot think, after. their witne 7 


© and Tradition the Belief hanhel Ganrethen/rom 
Faber nk woo Chriſtians had: ſo much as 4 lihe | 
after them : Since they poſitively Anathemati 


boſe 


that did nat receive their Decrees, for which if they had mo Autho- 
rity, the primitive Fathers were the greateft Tyrant in the World 


10 refuſe the: bleſſed Means of Salvation to A os Ige's 


Fray oe Senn rar epi ED Ba bm : 


| loc, 'that L know. iruly Generot Council we reje 
- this appears. to:me,. nod rec beſt of times there was Tal herpes 
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This Parag dedgenteryrens thateher> is i5.4- Powe 

de apc todetermineControvetfies of Faith withs 
al ro every mats Reaſon; and-that the Pathers af: 

ſemb in thoſe rt Councils. di believe they-had fuch a 
Power, that when once they had derermined whatthe erue 
Faith was, no man might examinafter them. Now whatever 
the Fathersof the Council believed of themiclves, it ieplaked 
other men did not believe it. The Hereticks whom they con- = » 
c—_ did not ac ppammarees Aurhociryofche Gouncil ; 


tainly:ha had itheen 
general my et Chriſtians ature negrs -irtos rhe 


Councils wore final and:conclafire,to be belicved by 

all men, and to-be examined by none: For the. moſt obſti. 

nate Hereticks could never have our-aced ſuch a prejudiceas. 

this. After the Council of Nicejthe Fathers didappeal co mens. 
vate Reaſon; if wricing Books in juſtificxeion'of che Do» _X # 
Qrine'of the Trinity veſbehan Appealas isevnidnt fromthe 

Writings of Arbavafias, Hilary,'S. Auguitibe, and others. Nay, 

i is ſtrange there ſhould be fo many other Councikconvened 

about 67 Arian Controverfic after. thedeciſion of the Nicene 

Fathers, if that had putan end toall farther Diſpurtesand Ap- 

peals ; which isa Argument thatthe Chriſtians Jidnoc 

then thinktharthe arhonicyof-a Coundil was fofacrai;thar 

no manmuſt queſtion it, when-fucceeding:Councils examins » 

ed, and many times roverſed the Deorees of fntereCons Coun- 


E to foch an abſolute Authority over mens Pats ; A fallible 
. man 
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| think aman ſafe, thongi betothebef of ba andech did oc» 
pound Scriprare, if be did nat follow the Senſe of the C 'has- 
ſomething of truth, but a great deal of ſophiſtry in ic; Iri 


far true, © who embraces damnable 


gerous 
oppoſition tothe Decrees of Councils, ic may mos be. 
{o, and ſometimes not, as the Council is; .and whatezer the 
event be, every man:mulſt judge ofthar;. it may 
roustoa-mai toute his Reaſon, if he do net ya 454 
ut Fer-there is:no hielp for it, but-every man muſt »ule his. 
Reaſon, 'or.a&t like a Fool. Te 0 aol 
But poſtiblyit will be asked, What Authority then doweal- 
low to Councils ? and I fhall very freely ſpeak:my mind.of 
it.  3./In:Cafesthat are doubtful, the Judgment of 1o. 
, wiſe and learned and pious'men from all parts/of: 
ftianChurh, is a very probable Argument of thecruthof 
rheir Decrees; and no modeſt man. will openly oppoſe whar 


- 


they determine;unleſsit-appears:that there was for 
Faction andKunereſt at the botrom, -or.'that the Rea 


whereby they were aver-ruled,were {o weak or ludicrous; 4s- 
to render: their Judgments ible: Foc if the Qpinieh 
of oneleazned man beſo canſiderable,nuch more 1s Ee 
i475; . rata 


they were credible Witneſſes of the Apoſtles Dodrine 
Practice, and theconſtant Faith ofthe Church in- the-proced- 
ing Ages; which is amighty fſatisfa&tion to find by theſe ve- 
Qerable: Records,that what we now believe, was the Faith of 
cheChurch inth2+beft and pureſt Ages ; before itwas divided 
by Schifs and FaRions, or corrupted. with eale orliberty, 
or wanton diſputes. Thirdly, General or National Councils 
have aitthority rodetermine what Dodrines ſhall be publick- 
ly profeſſed and taught i cheir Churches, and be madethe 
rticlesof Church Communion, as it muſt neceſſarily be, if 
there beany authority in the Chucch..: For it is fit that the 
Faith ofthe Church ſhould be one, and thoſe who havethe 
government of the Church, muſt have the care of the Faith. 
Butthen this Authority does nat o— - manto believe as 
the Church: believes, and to receiveall ſuch Decrees without 
Examination ; but only if we will livein Communion wich 
fuch a Church, we muſt pwnthe Faith of chat Church, for 
ſhe will allow none tocommunicate with her, who: do nor. 
.Now if the Faith and Worſhip of ſuch-a Church be pare and 
orthodox, the Church isin the right in requiring obedience 
and conformity to her Decreesand Conſtitutions, and-thoſe 
who. refuſc it, muſt anſwer it both tv God-and Men ; if her 
Faith be: corrupt, ſhe abuſes her Power :in impoſing it on 
Chriſtians, a2d no man is bound to believe whart is falſe , be- 
cauſe the Church defines ic robe true. If you ask whoſz Judg- 
ment ought to take place, the Judgment of the Church, or of 
every private Chriſtian? I anfwer , The Judgment of the 
-Church of neceflity muſt cake place as to External Gove:rn- 
"ment, to determine what hall be-profeſied-and praiſed in 
-her Communion; .and noprivate Chciltian hasanty thing to 
do intheſe Matters; . but when the Queſtion is, What is right 
or wrong, true or talle, in what wg-may obey, and in what 
-not? here every private Chriſtian,who will norbelieve with- 
out underſtanding,no: follow hisGuides blindfold,muſt judge 
_ - for himſalt, and ic is as much. as his. Soul is worth-to judge 
right : For if he reje& the Faith and the Communionof « 
Zzhurch without a juſt and neceſſary cauſe, he is a a gr" 


S 


and a Schiſinatick, liable to the Cenſuresof* the Church in 
_ this World, and to the vengeance of Godiin'the next. If he 
reje& an erroneous and corrupe Communion, heincurs the 
Cenfures of the Church, which'in moſt Chriſtian Kingdoms 
are attended with ſome temporal Inconveniences; and if 
he imbrace it, he is in danger of a future Judgment: Foi- 5 
the blind lead the blind, they al borh fall inte:he Dithi = 
are rhe proper limits of all Human Authority,bothiniCharctt 
and State; below this there is no Aurthoriryzand-aboveir; it 
is not Human Authority ; for ablind ience can be due 
, to none but God, and he himſelf ſeldom exadts it. If we wilt 
grant Governours and Subje&s to be men,:who have the uſe 
of their own Reaſon-and:Judgment, /it is :impoſlible to-ſtats 
the Caſe of Authority and Subje&ion otherwiſe than _ 
That theFaith and Judgment of Governours, influences an 
directs Fred agen pros and br L_ be aadics 
ners toSabjets; and the private Judgments sdi 
them how tar they are © kellevs and obey their Governots, 
and God himſelf Judges berween : rhem; and,by\ his Provi- 
dence. prevents or over-rulesiall thoſe Diſorders which-may - 
happen-either in Church or State in this World, and: res. 
wards or puniſhes both Governours and Subjefts according 
to their deſerts in the next. And this ſup all farthec 
Diſputes about ſome hard Caſes,or the ſincerity or infinceri- 

ras oc Subjedts; AY —_—_ es over 
ity judge for himfelf, and God will govern and: ; 
which - ven could be ne pretence for, if 'wehad not the free... 
exerciſe of our Reaſon.in the'govermment of our ſelyes,.. -' 
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Put I:kncw'tis urged, The Chuvcbof England ij ary 
tiquity' for the Tmterpretationdf” Scripture; but: every one i. 
:bat there iz great -d: fficulty im that tco:even fur Scholars, atleaſt 1. 
am teld ſo; - for no Churchiadmits of all that is ancient, for ſeveral : 
Hlereſies are [0; avd . ſince ze Jay, Number makes nothing For - 
Truth, and. thit afl menmay. err, and that there5s mocertain mark. 
by wifible Succeſſion to our which are true Believers, tn thss.. 
Confuſion the Church.of England muſt be very fartamate,' vor 130 - 
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"The Churchof Exglendindeed has regardeq the Dodtrins | 


EL HATINS Church in expounding noc that 
the fetches allher eons or One from ancient Writers, butthar 
the takes care not to expound Scripture in.contradidtian to 


- the ancient Faich of the Church contained in hes 


Creeds; and it requires no great skill in Antiquity to know 
pore I inthe Apoſtles 


of, hart work 
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f Scrigenro ty tay" 
Ke gr be _— to different Senſes, either to 
juſtifie ſome new or ancient Hereſies, or mom nar Faith, 
we need noc doubc bur that is the true S2nſe, whi ch. agrees 
with the uniform Belicf of the Primitive Church, whowere' 
the beſt Judges what che Faich of the Apoſtles was,by whom 
theScriptures were written; and though cherg were indeed 
Hiory tha Hereſies, yet nothing i is plainerin Eccleſiaſtical 
_—_—_ than thz diſtin tion berween thoſe ancient Hereſies 
the.Gathe lick Faith, andcherefors Scholarscatnoteaſily 
won as for thoſewho are unlearned, tharſhorc 
ummary of the Catholick Senn contained- in 
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and caſic Reſolution of their Faith. As for the poſitive Arti- 
cles of Faith, we have the ancient Creeds, which have been 
receivedin all Ages of the Chriftian Church from the times 
of the Apoſtles; and which the moſt perverſe Hereticks 
cannot deny tohave been the Catholick Faith; and yer we 
do notbelicve theſe meer! Upoehs Aurhoricy of Tradition, 
bur becauſe we findall theſe Doetrines plainly taught in Scrip- 
ture; and for this the meancſt Chriſtian need noct d:pend 
-wholty upon the Authority of his Guides, but has liberty to 
examine their Expoſitions, and theReaſons of them, which 
are ſoplain and convincing inthe great and Fundamental 
Articles of our Faith, that an honeſt man, who meets with a 
skilful Guide, may fatisfie himſelf about it, and fee with his 
own Eyes. 

Now what greater affurance can we have in thiscaſe, than - 
the harmony and conſent of Scripture and Tradition, which 
confirm and juſftifie each other? The Apoſtles no doube 
preached and writ the fame things, and it is a good Argu- 
ment, That is an uncorrupt Tradition, which agrees with 
the Dodrine of the Scripture, and that that is a true expoſi- 
tion of Ceres en agrees with the ancient Formularies 
of Faith, delivered down to us by an unqueſtionable 'Tradi- 
tion from thefirft Ages of the Church, 

As for negative Arricles, about which is our only contro- 
verſie with the Church of Reme, ſince nothing can be an Ar- 
ticle of Faith, but what Chriftor his Apoſtles have taught, we 
chink it ſufficientto rejeall ſuch Dorines,as arenor plainly 
and exprefly taughtinScri and this the meaneſt Chri- 
ſtian with che heipof a Guide may underftand. For [as in 
Reaſon ir muſt be, when men will prove that to be 1n the 
Scri whichis notJthe Scriprure Proofs which are urged 
x Sande deefpurfiarm gta pane. rv 
their peguliar Doarines, which we reject, are 10 apparen 
unconclading, that | recullresvecy ie Woh (Lo) conſe cher | 
And though this were reafon enough of it {elf ro rej | 
Do&rine which arrogates the authority and n of an. 
Article of Faith, that the Scripture does nor teach ir, yet in . 
molt caſes we can ſhew, and thar to the conviRtion of the 
mcaneſt underftanding, which __ and A - 
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.T4' Concerning 2 Fudge | 
that ſuch Do&rines are either 11 expres words, or by plain 
and neceſſary conſequence,rejetedandeondemned in. Erin. 
ture, which is ſomewhat more than not to be taught there. ; 
becauſe ic is certain no Church can haye Autharity to. te, 
what ce Scriptare condemns, \; {44 cf, ons 
' ' And then as for Authority, we appeal to;the beſt Autha- 
rity of the Chriſtian Church, the three firit Apes after ghe 
Apoſtles, who are the moſt credible Witneſſes (whichis all the 
Authority they. can have) of the Apoſtolick Doctrine and 
PraQtice, and can plaigly.prove from ,thoſe venerable. Re- 
cords, that the Do&riges and Prafices in diſpute, herween us 
and the Church of Rome, were .cither never taught,:. or 
aftually condemned by thoſe PrimitiveFathers. And though - 
in other caſes it is a hard thing to prove a Negative, itis not 
ſo here, becauſe the proof lies all on the poſitive fide. For. 
thoſe, who will teach ſuch Doctrines and Practices ought to - 
prove them, for without ſuch a Proof they are tobe rejeted-. 
on courſe; and therefore if we can confute their Proofs, we 
need do no more; and this is a. very ealie Task, eſpecially 
with reference to the firſt three Centuries; for ſince they 
themſelves arc now aſhamed of the counterfeit Dzonyſius,their 
Necretal.Epilties, and ſuch like ſpurious Writings, the wileſt - 
of them pretend to very few Teſtimoniesfromthe firſt Writs 
ers, and thoſe which they do alledge are ſuch lame ones, as 
necd very litcle confutartion.. | 
| Theſe are the Proteſtant Grounds of Faith, as it is profeſ-' 
{ed in the Church of England, ang. there. but one material - 
Objection againſt the, certainty of: this way. That our Dil- 
ſenters pretend to Scripture as well as we, and ſo malt Here-- 
ticks have always done; and as for. Antiquity,.the Church of 
Rome rmakesa greater noiſe withit than wedo, and how then 
can a plain and unlearned man chulc {afely in ſuch yariery , 
of Judgments and Opinions? 4 
Now the force of this Argument. conſiſts in this, Thatbe- 
cauſe ſomemen miſtake, no man can be.inthe.right; or bes. 
cauſe ſonde men may confidently believe. they are in. the - 
right, when they are in the wrong, therefore no man canbe 
ſare thathe is in the right; which pretence would be laugh- 
ed atin all other caſes,cxcepting Religion,and hereLam 


: 
k —_— : 


it - 


CRE ae Teh, 4 EE Gt rd Fo rs BY FG 
hs nt Re WI SE(Y MES ITED x OG = es "OR EY ” b wt '# £5 
* dh 
0 Comtrover IeSs 
, « Ws + : i <7 - » : 


DP 


EE = Ts 
; m4 
'conhident; when they oy lietle x bord ſmacks, 


matter, or men may reaſon falſly, and think themſelves very 
confident, as a man in a Dream does; but can no man be 
certain he is awake, becauſe ſome men very confidently think 
—_—_ —_— when'they are ina by Tag The # =p 
re 


nite beter doen ce2 dement,' 
= are well awake,before Ebelore they have deg the matter 
.throughl and or err ghedevery circumſtance ofit; and a _ 
who has bar half confidereda thing,may with very 
ſon think himſelfcertainſo far,and yet may begrofly miſtak- 
etybecauſethereis another half which he has arconiidotetf 
Every man'is:fenſible of this when he correds a Miſtake, for 
he diſcovers ſomething which he had notthought on before, 
which makes himalter his Judgment aboutit ; and therefore 
though ſome men are confident and yer miſtaken, ir does 
not hence folow, that no. man can be certain when he Rea- 
ſons right; for 'Fruth lies ſoeaſie in a mans mind, whohas 
throughly* conſidered'things, and has: fuch a native bright- 
neſs and fuftre in'ir, that he can no more doubt of it, than 
whether the Sun be up when he ſees its light. 

Butlet us'confider this Obje&ion particularly, with refer- 
ence borh'to Scripture and 

1. It is. objected, That Hereticks pretended the Authori- 
ty of Scripture, as well as the Orthodox, and our Diffenc- 
ers as well as the Church of England. Bur what then? Is the 
Scripture 'of 'no uſe, 'becanle fome men uſe itill? Js ir not 
paſnes to find out the true ſenſe of Scripture, becauſe ſome 

it 6 {enſe on it IS If Sony, Frag Agron 
-blit © re," no nor, o'we r 
with Herefie? If If "may, how 'are Heres being 
fathered on the "Ser res, an Argument 'ag ainft ſtudying 
theScriptures; and on cheir Auchoriey? For we ar 
Cara Scipens ac iFope irey Bog one the oos uk 
2 our 

of Soriprure, norwithſtanding that that Heroics puta = 


16 Concerning a Judge of Controverſies. 
ſenſe on ir, then we may be as- certain, that we.underftand 
— "theScriptures wy or Rag we; are, that others do miſunder- 
ftand chem. But beſides this: Hereticks 


' expound Scri et the Faith of the Pri. 
mitive a. pos whe Slog Caſe ditfers vaſtly-from 
the Caſe of the Church of England, whole Faith. is led 
both on Scripture and Apoſtolick Tradition, as I obſerved 
before. And as for our Diflenters, our Diſpute - with them. is 
not about Articles of Faith, but the external Modes and Cir- 
cumſtances of Worſhip,or the Government and Diſcipline 
of the Church; and the Queſtion berween us is, Whether wo 
muſt uſe no external Circumſtances of Worthip, but what c 
are preſcribed in Scripture; or, Whether the conſtant Pra- 
dice of the Church from the days of the Apoſtles be not the 
beſt Comment on Scripture as to the external Gove nt 
of it? rity think, = fo _ Can that the Roman- 
:s/ts at put to.it when chat Argumens.. 

| of > try » As for Antiquity, the Church of Rome makes 
reat of it, but they are very vain on2;; and who can: 
wn mens pretending to Antiquity, when it 1s apparently 
againſt them? No man indeed can be a competent Judgs of 
this, but thoſe who are skilled. in Antiquity, and.have exa- 
mined their pretences; but there are ſome conſiderations 

- which lye obvious. to every man, and may ſerve to direct 


a———_ of Antiquity with 2 This has been the great Ar- 


mattersof Diſciplineand Government, to bea 
forustofollowin fuch particulars as arenot Tip- 
ture, if they comply with or think An Rules Diener, 
of Scripture ;*yet we is rs uity ir ſelf co be a 
of Worlhip, wich either the Scrip DG eg 
O which either cripture or 

not teach ; and this is a manifeſt difference between the Pre- 
rences of the Church-of . Ezgland, and the Church of. Rome, 
to Antiquity. 'The Church of re her Do&rines 
and Pra&tices, both from Scripture Antiquity, which is 
as fure a foundation as we can poſlibly have; the Church of 
Rome alledges Antiquity (ſuch as it is)to prove ſuch Do@rines 
and PraQtices, as the Scripture either condemns, or knows 
nothing of. Now we think the Scriptures have the greatelt 
Antiquity, and area perfe& Rule of Faith and Manners and 
that no other Antiquity can controul the Authority of the 
Scriprures. As for Inſtance: Suppoſe the Church.of Rowe 
could prove the Worſhip of Images, Praying to-Saints and 
Angels, Prayers in an unknown Tongue,and Cummunionin 
One kind;. &c..to hav2-bzen anciently practiſed in the 
Church (though thisthey are never able* to prove). yet. what 
is rhis:to che pu porpath whenthe Szriprure expreſly. condemns 
the VVorſhip Sagan 66 and wiring! Religious V Vorſhip to 
any orher Being, but ro God y Prenaſpans ng 4 
fon lays + nohing of the ie 


phy, 


eget a. 7 y at 
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: 4 | 'Conerong g Jp Cures. 
. To qnapinds chis - ann 16300] Yorke Leto 
- Guide in, [matters \Faith-atd bribips 
grant it would ai -uncertair Ri pvc 4 
che Leatnetnor the;/Unlzatned; could 
for there have —_ great v ? ions and Practices 
in other Ages of the Church , 'eſpeci y ince- the fourth 
Century (from which the Church of Rome principally -date 
their Antiqui i well as #n. out. own; which ſhews, what 
an uncertain; Foiugdation: the. Charch- of |Rexe;bas'for her 
Faith, as for all choſe /Doctrines and Practices wherein ſhe 
ditfers from us, which have no foundation in Scripture, and 
at beſt a very uncertain one in very. late ——— But this 
does not concern us, who prefer Scripture Antiquity before 
all —_— and own no Antiquity ;in —_— to. the 
91 rs which is the Rule and Foundation of our Faith; 
this we know, that we neither retain tod-much'nor 
one licde, becauſe we teach neither more nor leſs than what 
the Scripture teaches. 
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But *tis Replied, The Church of 'England | mics line events 
Women to examine the Truth of what they teach; but certainly 
tha is a Complement, they being incapable of Examination,neicher 
indeed are Stateſmen, Lawyers, the Buſie,nor the tupidly Ignoran:. 
== if we will be Tudges our ſelves of theſe matters, what Life or 

PRcKty 5s » ma at 2a or in Tuſtice if 1 examine;T ought to hear 
ry; ſeveral Pretenaers to the Imerpretation of Scripture, who 
make it their Rule of Faith, ſo to ho thoſe Texts that make 
againſt us, as well as thoſe for us, and the ſeveral oi For 
in Aﬀairs of much le{ importance People are thaug Jootih and 
partial, let one party tell bis ftory to.2 ſeeming \demumſtration;not to 

preſerve another Ear for the other ſide, qr an (demmines, Gy 


- i ww Anſwer. | 


The lightneſs of this Expreflion of Complenen does not 
favour of a ſerious mind mn mattersof vait G 


importance. 
Did our Saviour then Complement os when he 
com- 


Sole: Mitnk; and I: ropobachh to this 
of: our Sirjiourtorhake'it {> bel anArtand 4 My- 
ſtery, that fione but great Scholars can underſtand it. Scho- 
lars indeed liave madean Art,anda meer diſputing Art of it; - 

an acichanti how denegcud the Goſp |, haye'ondea+ 
voured/by ;Comments tomake 8 obſcure; 
and'the[/Chupch-of Rome has more: countenanced: his Pre« 
pe Fom Rea _— ih the World;to fris Pet 
that Book; which is the moſt erdts * 

Rook rang ever' was written a T_ Popery: : And ar all. 

their talk of rhe: obſcnrity of Scripture, thatr deriy 


OP yr naars op - tink, 
£0a plain themſelves; plain' everyo Iinary 
Co would beableto ſoit.” Ti Ke 


But if ſovory few P areable na sf the Diſſites 
in Religion, whac- courſe ſhall Wome bar other Perſons, . 
whom the Paper makes lnctiricomper idpes, take ?"' Su Su 
pole they: have been educated in oj 7 Eomminion ofthe fe | 
Charch of England, andare now alſautted-by 
to-go overto as Church of Ropre,muſt they make her ; 
with Reaſon,or withourit? Muſt they judge for IG, | 
or forſake one Church and chuſe avcitin without Jud 
Or can Women,or Buſie,or Ignorant People moreca » fre find ; 
out:the true Church'and the Ffallible Judge, than t : 
readit Scripture; that they muſt worſhip'none but* 
| _ — muſt not worſhip'Images and PiRtares ; hates | 
to God in a known Tongue , and celebratethe . 
el. 9 our Lord'by drinking of the Cup , as well 'as'by 
eating the Bread? Wives venturesto forſake the Comttu- 
nion of. a Church;wherein he was baptized and educated; I - 
amfure ought to: be-able to judge, whether hebe'orno; and 
thoſe who confeGrhey * are notable to judge,ought to be'kepr: . 
where they are ; for it is ſafer ro'conrinue ina Church wirth- 


out Judgment, than eo forſake it without Reafon and _ - 
ment. 


improper 
wavering 
own private 


their Guide,whom they will in 2llchings believe... SE $514 
WS... Wa force L0G: ya ny ng har 199 er 
therefore muſt be able to ns anſwer whatever is ſaid 
to thecontrary ; which the greateſt number of Men;as well 
as Women,are not able todo; but if this-betrue,the greateſt 
numbersof Men as well as Women muſt never believe there; 
is a God,or that Chriſt came from Gad :to-declare h's;Will- 
to the World; for thereare very few of them thateyer heard, 
or are able to anſwer the tengh part of the | 0 gp of; 
Atheifts and Infidels againſt the Being of a God , and the 
Chriſtian Religion; and yer it is ridiculous to talk of Au- 
pay 4 a Judge of Controverhes in theſe. matters; for we: 
muſt firſt believe there is a God, and that Chriſt came from 
God,before we can believethat they have appointed a Judge 
of Controverſies. Sothat we muſt either ſay, That Common: 
People, who have not time nor abilities to underſtand and 
anſwer all thz O»yetions which are made againſt rhe Ex- 
iſtence of a God,” can have no good reaſon to believe there; 
is a God; 'or we muſt grant, that men may have. ſufficient 
reaſon to believe ſome things, without being able to anſwer. 
all poflible Objections which are made againſt them. . _ 
plain account of this matte. &-0nds : Thac there is 
ſuch a degree of Evidence, Arguments ſo plain and clear and 
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22 - Cid a Jubef Can 

Whaher Go bagramontal Deed ani Wins be | | 

tiated inte the Natural Fleſh and-Blood of C 2 

think a plain man, who will batieve. his 

_ without ny ; for he has gre . qo 

e pollibly can ha or any”: gs. coniecrated 
Bread and Wine is is ſtill Bread ; and not .and 
Blood ; for all his Senſestell himſo.; and he who witt ſaffer 
himſelf to be reaſoned qur of: his Senfes, deferves to be de- 
ceived ; and very. abſurdly 
_ and Certainty, when he rejets 

that God can give him. - In matters of Sen(s the t 

of our Senſes is certainly the beſt Evidence, urns 


== give _— leaſt. cance 
ge-worſhip,.a believe: 


Chet -nT ans eat a 
fuch plain words,asadmit of no 
this whole Controverhe about eh 
Church, and aninfallible 
ther Chriſt hath ap 


> this; py i meg 
pr 2, F- _ GE of; for if no ſagh 
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TED Gray + Troy 20-5 auſe witho 
ſuchan Inſtitution canhave novertuginthem;and whe- 
rags they 06m or not;the molt unlearned man,who. 
the Bible, at leaſt with che help of a Guide, may | 

kv xy nu A for intance, Wherber che Sacrament o 
e-Lord' a Propitiatory: Sacrifice e Living 
and the pt wt ab4 1 Het dlpargon te rn vs | 
Fe xr pray regains 
ther it be lawful to to Saints departed,and to make them 


our Adyocates and rs with God? whether we mult 
ray to.Godin a Language which-we do, or.do mat under- . 
Babe 14 Ifa 7 nochngeanj ie chele-chings, bur burandati- 
axciog; and when appeargit is a vain 


any CO = to prove the lawfulneſs Gr 
neg o f chem; © Sponaly's , if beldes the want of ſuch pol. 
cive Inſtitution, we.have plain Evidence.againlt chem, 
ſuch as every man may underſtand.When the Scripture tells 
us, That Chriſt has by one Offering perfitied for ever them ar ars 
ſanthified, Flebr. 9-522 10. 34-this is a died prook againſt 
the Sacrifice'of ' wherein heis offered ten thouſand 
times every day. When Chiift the Prieſt as well as the Sa- 
crifice, and can be offered bY 2DES but himſelf,how comes he 


ew » 29.0fera) by a Make Prieft, ann eat eclio ad 
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and Wine,be tranſubſtantiatedintoChrift? Triseertain,there 
can beno fach thing as the Popiſh Sacrifice ofthe Maſs, un- 
lcfs the Bread and-Wine be tranſubſtantiated into the Body 
and Blood of Chriſt; andwe-are as certain 2s our Senſes: can 
make us, that there is no Tranſubſtantiation. | 
: 'Asforthe halECommunion,' it is confeſſed that Chriſt did 
inſtitute his laſt Supper in both kinds,and commandedthem all 
eo drink of the Cup: And thismay any man,whodoes 
not believe that theChurrch ofRome has authority ropepeatthe 
Inſtitutions of Chriſt, and to forbid what-he commanded. 

And when St.Paul aſſures us, That there « but vne Mediator 
between God and Mean, the Man Chriſt Feſms, one would think . | 
this Evidence enough againſt the. Mgdiation . of Saints and | 
Angels, when they cannor ſhew one word for it. For as for 
their diſtin&ionbetween Mcdiatorsof Redemption and pure 
Interceffion, they cannot ſhew it in Scripture; where'our Re- 
deemer is our only Advocate: And when Chriſt himſelf ens. 
foreesand ratifies that Command of the Eaw, 7hou ſhalt wor- 
fp the Lord thy God,and him-enly ſhaltthow ſerve; thisis a plain 
Argument againſt the Invocation of Saints , ſince they have 
nothing for ir. And when there is no Authoriry in Scripture” 
for > Ing an unknown Tongue , one think thar 
the abſurdity of the Practice, and the Authority of St. Paul, 
who expreſly condemns it, were Evidence enough againſt it.: 

' So that though men may be at the' needleſs expence of a 
great deal of Learning in theſe Controverſies, yer, in truttr 
there is ner Yay mat underſtand themghemean- 
eſt man may judge himſelf ; for the Controverſte turns 
- upon fo plain a Point, and there is fo plain Evidencein the. 
Caſe, that an honeſt-man may have abundant.evidenceand” 
fatisfattion, though he-do not-underſtand one werd. of all- 
the Learning which is loſtin ſach Diſputes. ; 
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= » 1 think there is but Evidence or Authority 10 move us 
to believe. TY 
4 Anſwer. 


; Thisis certainly trueiF it dorightly underſtood ; care 
Lit . by 


' always go together in a true Rational Faith. if Evi- 


dence be meant all the Arguments whereby -we cari/prove 
che truth of any thing, whether from - \or Reaſdti;/ or 
2:ripeure, or the Teſtimony of Antiquity, and by-Authotiry! 
be mean the Authority” of a viſible Judge of -Controverſics,: 
as itisunderſtoodin this Paper,then at beſt this :is a verypre-* 
carious Propoſition, withotit the leaſt ſhadow'of truth; 'that- 
either Evidence or Authority muſt move us to-believe; thac- 
is,.that our Faith muſt be- either into Evidence,or the- - 
Authority of a/vifible Judge. For how is this proved, 'Fhae / 
when there wants Evidence for.our Faith|-we muſt believe- 
upan the Authority of a viſible Judge? Ir ſeems-tome @ more - 
natural Conſequence, That where there wantsEvidencoy we- 
muſtnaot believe-at all. - If it had been firſt proved; that God-- 
had appointed” a viſible Judge to direct - who cannot 
judge tor themſelves, there had'been ſome pretence for = 
ing, that we muſtbelieve cither apon Evidence, or uponth 
Authority of a Judge; but pong at, one hs . 
defire any man to tome, that 'I am bound to believe 
what I haveno Evidence for, or which isall-one, noſuch E-* 
vidence, asI canunderſtand; andif I benot bound tobelieve + 
without Evi howcan the-wanr of Evidence provethat - 
there muſt be a viſible Judge, into whoſe Authority Imuſt-re--- 
ſalve.my Faich? | 40s 23-113 JON 
TH The Paper. . 


- Evidenoe to the generality of People is impoſſible. EO 


"Bur I have already: provedthat this isnotiinpoſkbleurthe 
: meaneſt .: 


= 
* 
ho 


may underſtand it ; for that which isnot 


nor. to the y | 

fog and Tay woe Kowe þg ings t 
* ' | " 02 

GR the mal : deny, chat We have atiy E- 


| burmuſt follow a Guide blindfold. 
Andyet if karned-menbe allowed to fee.and judge for them- 
ſelves, 8 Judge of Controverſies will Ggnifie very licrle;for ic 


is learned men whorſtart Difficulties and manage op ra ; 
and ate the Authors and Patrons of. Herefies ; aud it theſe 
learned men,who nay-and wulſt judge for themfelves, differ 
from each other, and fromthe Judge of Couroverſies,whac 
remedy is there? Nay,iflcarned men muſt judge forthemſelyes 
aconntingto the Evidence they have of things,and nor be o- 
ver-ruled by Authority without Evidence, there: can be. no. 
Magna of Controverſies; far an-Authacity,which may 
be contradicted (as it may be,if learned men; muſt judge for 
themſclves).can be no Authority either with-the learned or 
unlearned ; for the unlearned will-have 1 great Reverence. 
for that Authority which the learned may cantrati@t. And. 
therefore whoever will have a Judge of Controverſies, muſt 
not lay the neceflity of having ſuch a Judge meerly upon 
the ignorance of the Mulcitude, for this does hot: prove. that 
learned men muſt have ſuch a Judge ; nay,it proves thatlearn- 
cd men need no ſuch Judge, if lowrance only make him 
| =— 


the unlearned,, whenthey muſt kan, wHiehthc 
than their Judge. will lot tho? NP 


- Gap bos nam a5t-; KC 
-The Paper, o + FA 24557 mw tots 4 
And we ave diſcouraged from the quiet way of Submiſſion-to- 3 


the Clergies Authority , by yeur telling ws, That. no: Aſſem 
Aen oy for on-Earth to bind t e Conſcience. "A = 4: 


Pn ARTE GEEe 

- Howaatwmiin w the Clergies- Attthoeiry fret 
For igevery Pricſd the Judge imo-whoſe Attthority he : 
reſolve our Faith? This1 1» c<e ne Ear Ski bY 
in the Churchof a3” the Prieſt is the immediate Guide | » 
- eve As Faith and Corſcience; and — all. the talk 5 


of a viſible EI know no ry ahh 


ry nr pr 


tie Aung Comaunlon, 


| -of. 
bros Kan, nor all eo DiRaces and. Docrotes 
out Examination;much lefs contrary to the evidence of Senſs, 


nd the Jud andPraciceof the 
nt Age the urn e Judgment: 


firſt wedo not requirethat 
9g Ex mn mA up the of their 
Teacher, withou why | But this 


is no {> as roany men-to ho bent tothe In- 

ions of their Guides, and to learn from; them what 
they are to believe, and why; and this will make them wi- 
ſer men, and more underſtanding Chriſtians , than to rely 
"OT" on their Authority. 
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"wr Authority,that of the Church of Rome ingnfeuiely eater, 
who, it is to ind ae lac has an appearance of Suc and 


Vifgbility danny rg wed, that GAY bas left in that Church ſuch 
hey Kara F neto Ati agents 96s. the Truth, 
eine wi 204 pl pſy f ys hg wy 

ha lr nk pr u 7 exrtglayy and won... 
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ive ſo great an ; ut Y is Ht £1 
® Bur wo will ea ily gran rh (he Chr of ma 
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| ub ar: v-9d 
| re aoviſible a Snocollcn a6 he? The Oreok 
Church has —_ a viſible Church, and preſerved her Succe(- 
Gon from the Apoſtlestill now; the'Church-of is as 
viſible, and has as good a Succeſſion as.the Chit: of Rome, 
how-then does Succeftion and Viſibility give the Church of 
Rove grommet Audacity than the 'G CEO or the 
Church of . 

kt sa mighty _ Foundation for the Au of 
Jud of Controverſies (which is the tant in que: his 
a Church has a viſible Succeſſion from” the:A A 
Jud c of Controverſies, who ſhall oblige all me belies 
- 8 a ras muſt be infallible; unle6we willfay,that 
CARE EY | = 


who may err, which cannot be, unleſs we can 
Onan aint cbigel bers «Jugs 
it We are aw. to believe a 
rISR GNEs th Gb Crearnre rho nay me: 

r ſhift jt is which ſome lato-Writers have uſed; (and 
. ich this Paper; which not one word of Infallii 
ao en alum to. ſer tea 


oo GG not acgll adrenchieomnboiontetehs: 
Church believes as I ſhewed before ; and therefore thisdocs 
not concern the Diſpute about the Reſolution of Faith. 


Now ita julgeofControrarBta dt bo inkiy bow 
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—_ pony ws fulg 
_ = EF percetorths anchor of this Paper wa 
Ahamed of; and cherefore I ſhall nor take a needlef6 trou- 
denote re them. | / _ | - | 

If .indeed they coukt prove-a vifible Succeffion of Do. 
&vice-and Warlkasx ; a5 well x Biſhops from the Apoſtles 
that they believed and pradtiſed ' neither more nor © 
through all the feveral of the Charch to this :day, 
than what St. Peter taughtthem,though this wanld not make 
them the Judge of Controverſies , yet they/would be good 
Witneſſes of the ApoſtohicalFairh, and therewould be'great 
reafon to-chquire,wharrtheir Faith and Worſhipis: Buttheir 
meerSu torheApoſttes does not provethat they have 
neither'diminiſhed nor:added to the Faith of the-Apoſtes ; 
torthere isno natural necetlity thatthoſe who ſucceed ſhould 

ysbe of the mind-of their Predecefiors; and /we have 
plain Ev rence,that the Churctrof Roene has in ſeveral Ages 
made newandfirange additions to:the Chriſtian- Faith, and 
their Succeſſion of Biſhops without a Succeſſion -of Faith 
and Worſhip, is liccle wotth.* : ** / 

And'yer it.is muchftrangerſtill;that the Church of Rome: 
pretence: to: the Authority of a Judpe, ſhould be made 2 
Reaſoh'to believe chat ſhe has This Authority. ' What advan- 
tage has Confidence above Motleſty-over weak Minds!" The 

1urch of Exglard might pretend' this with asmuch' reaforr 
as che Church of'!Rowe; but ſhe di Infdllibility 10ſts 
all claim to.it, and cheChurch of Rcwe precending to Infal- 
libility, it ſeems, gains a right wo-irby Polleſſion-and Uſur- 


pation. #4 1 / 


of Tues Potras ;/ 


| hogs ys Ae the 

Divinkcof ds Clnthet anni ny off ef 
that there were a Jadge of Controveriſies, and there- 

their own Conſeilion, a Judge- is very'uſchil and ne- 
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is ſo? | ge 
Bur che truth is,whatever Dirineghe = 


fach) who wiſh forſuch-a Judge ng 
Church ln Faith ond Work IT FANFES 
ay And becauſe the 
effectual way toend this cas unending of « 
rly of it. ich: 
1. Eirft then I obſerve,That an infallible " dot 
zroverſies,, whom we are. bourl-in all caſes 


be,prelſ: E \ "2 F ar 5 
our {glves,\ is = rar apolition. | Jug 
deſtroys human ature, N 15 4 
knowing and intelligent Creature, into a nf oUg] 
infallible Machin, \ maves; by "4 


yr pe nd 
any BD; 


he Dont 

OL ERS had an's entire 

tions, wha mult exerciſe no at 
abour, bug anly receive them as 


rows 
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' from an- inward Principle of Kao 
know, and to follow 4 Giils:1i0h 
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Judgment, which may make us good Catholicks,but does alſo 
unman uw T1 SV. 1 +. 
But you'l fay, Are we nor bound to believe infallible Teachers, 
whiem we know to 'be infsllible?* | And bas not God in: ſeveral 
Ages given Pap Teachers tc the World, Moſes and the Prophets, 
Cbritt and bis; Apoſtles ? © And muſt -we' 'not reign up our Un» 
derſtandings to them ? and dots — ws? let may 
we not re pur Underſtanding s t6'an infallible 202,44 
We Shaw done bad we lyved 'ini the days of Chrifh and his 
Apoitles, and any orher infallible Teacheri?/ - Now for Anfiver 
eo this confider, © © 27S trio ligne Brno 0 anon 
Secondly, That no infallible Teacher can wholly es 
ſede the: exerciſe of ourown Reaſon and Judgmene. 
though the itnmediate Authority of- God muſt and ought in 
all caſes ro over-rule us; and 54the-beſt and moſtcrational ae- 
count of our Faith, 'for re. more reaſonable than to 
| believe God, whois Erernal 'Trith-;' yerwhen any man pre- 
. tends to teach by Gods Authority, wemuſt in the firſt place 
judge of his Authority,and not believe every one, who pre- 
tends to come from God, which reſolvesthe veryReaſon of 
our Faith into our/'own private Judgnieng, and therefore. by 
this Rule we: muſt. at leaſt uſe our-own+Judgment-in the 
choice of our Judge; which in/ our preſenc caſe will infer 
the uſe of our own Reaſon and'} as to all the 
material Diſputes in Religian, and make ſuch a Judge need- 
leſs, when we havefound:him : Of which more pt Wy, 
Nay, Secondly, VVemuſt judge of the. Doarine of fuch 
a Teacher by Senſe and Reaſon, which OT 
Ciples . 


bellbro noch CE To od which is contrary to Senf; 
NE ing Comes hom God which vn has given us 

things; and as God cannoe coneraditt himbelf, owls hay 
ter tha any man ſpeaks from God, than weareof 
whatSenſe and Reaſon teaches ; And feb Ctrnch of Rowe 


Re MS u hriy of Reveal, 
TR DEBS Tha c'to 

ſtand the Reyelation ; which cannot 
For whoever it be that ſpeaks to'us, 


mediate Voice 510 undrnwhar i ba 
whatis 


we haveno wayto underſtand 

natural Faculties, and therefore muſt ju 

what is faid, juſt as we do at other 

ſj tous: Andif we were not p 
ſpeak, but have his Revelations rd nt aber to us 

ring, we muſt rake the ſame courſe to underſtand ſack 

Divine Book, as we doany other human W 


be any difiary in i; we mult ek for fome body for fone body 


ſelves, ebay as Mend Or os ant 
muſt underſtand, rs 

all that-we demand or defire, a Re 
nc lit Teaker canner derive of no —__ | 


infallible Teacher cannot "US OF 1h ' 
can oblige us to ſee and:hear w | 
Ears, when Ee greg as Eyes and Pals of carve 


e, 


all the Reaſon-and . 


| they be, by its conſe 
ceding Revelation. We ſuppoſe, 
contradict. himſelf, and aha hi though he ma p 
former Revelation w and more perfect di iſcoveries, yet 
he can never contr 2X; and hence ir follows , That no 
Fe Ib true Revelation; but 
a power of Miracles may give ARON. to anew. Prophet 
to Cx a former Revel: and to i ie,' yet we 
.muſt be well ſatisfied, thatche Doctrine of this new Prophet 
be agrecable to the old Revelation; , which makes us Jugs 
of che Seaſe both of the. olgane 00 Revelagion:: For ic 
im we can underſtan Agents unlels we 
.can Fgeof the Senſe of both. 
; was the Caſe of Chriſt and his/A; poſtles, when they 
appeared inthe World. The Law of Maſes,; along Writings 
of the: Prophets. were the ſtanding Revelation, which God 
had given. co the Jewiſh Nation, whereby they were totry 
- aboip cou wlieerin Law and; tothe » if, they 
co this Ward, itis becauſe :t or6-is n0 
in them, 1/a.nb 8. 22. and therefore though! Chriſt 
| more and __y Micacles. than ever Moſes did, 
this had not been a ſufficient Reaſon to believe him, 
had not his Perſon. anſwered the Typos and Predidj 
the Law, and. kis Dodtciu been not the deftrution, 
improvement and on of. the. Meſaical Diſpenfation. 
To this trial he ſubmited;himſelf and his Do@rine, appeals 
to Meſes and the Praphets, requires to ſearch wy 
anebet wh bref of ws obn 5.39. and 
lurcect! ch onewouldbavethought 
F610 ſutfigicar of have vonioanes his Divine 
Authority, yet. he proves Scriprure,, that abs. 
oughnto ſuffer, and'to exter; tuo) . 3 A0s and (i evo 
nels Pres ja ded unto them (he oy iliples 
Luke 24-26, 27 


| erhe A Aron took 18-t _ 
5 KgaS. AL is Forman, 
works fencl dead, bur proves, chat, David hirhſelf had 


pro- 


« X* -& Fs 


Atts 38. 23. This "his Epiſtl to by © Rumer vos 
SEES about the 6bHhganon of reigns "v1 
cation'by Faith in Chrift, fromthe 'T and P 
ef the Law it ſelf. So that Chriſt and his Apoſtles ww oY 
tainly as infallible Teachers, as ever were inthe'VVorld, yer 
they did not bear men down meerly by their infallible / 9n% 
_ , bur appealed to the Scriptures, and toevery mans 
own Judgment of them, and'God had ordered it {o, that it 
otherwiſe;for he had given themaſtandingReve- 
Fang: whereby they vere ugg Sofa allnew Prophers,what- 
ever they were; but if ave relied onthe þareword 
of fach hets, whomthey were to t this Revelation, 
for the Senſe and Interpretationof it, this had beenthe fame 
thing as to take their own word withont any'trial. - 

Noy if Chriſt himſelf never pretended to any ſuch Aus 
thority, that all men ſhoul& believe him upon hisown word, 
without examining his Doctrine Dr coor Scriprure, orexerci- 
fing their own Reafon a we think, rhaths 
ſhould give any fach Au pas Peter ? Nay, whenirtis 
evident, thar St. Perer prong any ſuch Avchority; and no- 
ver contdexercifcit ow can'v. Perers Succeflors have thatiitt = 
his right, which he never Had toreould have himſelf? For 
change tovory” Mgry yu ighel 


CLIN Ny p 


Prophet. Andtherefore 


” Gmpoanin ce fakegh c ws. 


© ki, Chriſt and his Apoſtlesdid not affume to themſelves 
be fuck Jud goin chedl de af day for here oy an Appeal from 
. them to Moſes and the Pre you have y: heard, 


and fo there does to thisday ; FI a ok 
mans word for the truth o the Ro kiſtian Religion, I ay 
not take his word neither for the truth of any 


Chriſtianity. If I may to this day examine the Goſpel by 
.the Law and'the Prophers, the owe did in our Saviours 
m 


1- ys 'S, then I muſt judg udge for A too as they OE nr 
believe an _ my own Senſe 

and | bbs 4, poo EIS the Lawand - 
the Goſpel, unleſs = them both,and.I can under- 


ſtand and judge only with my own Underſtanding; and if I 
muſt have done thus,though I had livedin our Saviours da VS, 
ſurely I muſt do fo now, whatever infallible Teachers there 

may be in'the World ; which I think is a demonſtration , - 
that there neither is nor can be any ſuch infallible Judge, x 
whom I am bound to believe.purely upon his own Authori- 


oO 
But jt-may be Objefted, That this proves too much, and 
undermineseven the Proteſtant Reſolution of Faith into the 
A of Chriſt and his Apoſtles,and the Writings of the 
ament as an infallible Rule of Chriſtian Faith and 
FF endo, For ie-ſcems , though we pretend to own their 
Infallibilicy, yet we muſt examine their Dodrine by the Law 
and ace ballary them to be infallible, © rs. NG 
ment on their Doarine, and 
more infallible Rule ; and thus we believetheis 
becauſe we like their Doctrine; not beliers cheir Dogtins, 
becaule they are infallible. 
Now choreis ſormuch Truth in. this Obje&ion, that I can- 
fem Gal meh ho and his i derther wa Teachers come. 
rex F-mophminor dire 


i& himſelfand moon nce 
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And-rhis as all that ng T3 
tehcesof an infallible Judge; for if I 
{lf, whether the Dodrine of the 
the Law; then I muſt judge for my: 


who.miſtakes in any-one thing, * 
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.aw of We in my had; & 
of my Underft 
wa vfrehend cnterp b pare Ne, fay che 
Ths 1s your mt we are f Cl Tc | 
rf ger ws wrderſt ; but-1ake rhe ſenſe of _ 
By your Poe Gent ;/ fay L, you are a little too 
ba with your Infallibiliry; when Lam ſatisfied you argin- 
fallible, T will truſt you, bur I'am now -whethe! 
you are infallible or not,- and therefore as 
Even ground, and I muſt traft nmy.own/ 
on2 more infaſlible. Now,l fay,you — ; or han 
ſecond Commandments,and-thereforgare not infallible, and 
you would prov. that you do- not cantradift theſe 'Con- 
mandnients fi rom your pretended Infallibility, which is the 
thing yet in in queſtion. Chriſt -and'-his Apoſtles: 
men to judgs for rhemſelves, whetheorhey:colitradiated the | 
Lyw and the Prophets, anbtharefore cthemco judge | 
of the Senſe of the Law tos; and ſo muſt you doalſo, un- 
le's you pretend an exemption from all Trial and nol 


tion, which -Chrift and -his Apoſtles never 

This thews, that evewtothisday rencoof nfl 

can exeimpt men from having' heir - 

Law andthe Prophers;; "for the Goſpel tr lf may» Ali be 

thus tried, and refore there can be no. fuch infallible 

Judge as has any Authority to oblige us to believe:any Senſe 

voy pit 40h ah Law comrary:to ————— | 
fach a Judge avrhis could novbe 

Law + For i ks alone has e 

body can try him bur! 


ie ey beſides this; by a ipariey of Reafn this Angus 
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the Law. and t 
x tho Doctrine of all ſucceed 


Fews.. Nay indeed, there is: 
the Do&cineof all T raby the. W 


Scripture thenſel 
and "liver protaritns of _ Vii 1&4 - 
_ ©1.. Bobauſe he has givers rhis-G 

is now tous a-ſtariding Rule of, Contr oern 
Law and the Prophets wasto-the Fer. Now ops a: 
written Law is for every body tounderſtand it,” and. dire: 
their Faich and Mannersby ic. This.was the: lafe. the; ours 
were required tro makeof the Old Teſtament,and certainl 
the new Teſtament was wrir forthe ame end,oreMe] now: | 
not why 'it was writ: '{frhen we muftlearn; fromehe 
cures what'we are to believe and pradtiſe,; this- ineviea 
proves that our Saviours intentionwas, that we ſhould judge 
tor our ſelves; for no-man<ankarn any thing from'a ms 
ting, unleſs he beallowed: oandeltand: 'it:;-and yudge 
the tenſe and meaning-of ics.” barge en ed; 
that Chriſt ever antended luch-a.Judge:of; Controverſies, 
whom wemaſtbelieve with an imphicite SFaich? If muſt re- 
cejve my Faith-upon che Authority of a.Judge,-then there is. - 
no need of a Rule which I-mult,' andcan eno.uſe of.; if 
I muſt follow my.Rule,:chereis no room. left..foc aJudge , 
yok muſt juige for-my; dolf: T0 retolve:my Faith into the. 

of Sabre: Henyys /a:Judge; :4re:45 inconſiſtent as: 


= and theretore-Chriſt couldnct ap- 
Syd they:contradict each. other; one: 
re nleithe exeretln:6f Net ceycomtraia and 


che: other forbids it ; and therefare: fince Chriſt bas gives ns. 
a written: Rule, we :may reaſonably pre war has-ap-' 


mt:d noJu For'chonglva:law,'and a EXC- 
one dry Lav, as ner very hage Gee 4 and + Judge 0 exe | 
where the Sentence ot a not oblige metts Faith , 
but only authoritatively: A. difference, yet they. X 
are two yery.contrary, and "I 
nay ootrng atnoner, 

onary Ven Us a. 

ed an Order of: men-: owes be rg ys P 
inftru&' gerbes Chatlane datos: 


| need men in | 
he Knowled of the Scriptures? the Scriptures have 
ſenſe, but what the Judge NEED 
nene trouble is it xe ſhady cho Scriprres? Who'can interprec 
I oophopbrney, can 


than Teache 'Noy os | oem 
more eachers, w ro xo yer this 15 
the'only Commiſſion Chriſt ga Jaded; Ap Fg ons 
to.Peter among the wh to ah hchboſe chings hich hs had 
pate. A The Charge Chriſt gives to Peter-is, :t9 
feed bis Sheep, and bis Lambs, which is the.ſame St. Paul E 
on the Eldersof 'Epbeſas, Take es phuty Jour ſelves, and ; 4s {of 
the Flock over which the Holy Ghoft bath ba you 
feed the Churth of . God, which he hath purchaſed with b bis i 1m 
Blood, Aﬀs 2.0.28, that is, to nftraR and, teach them; which 
is the reaſon S.Paul ahigns for thoſe different Orders of Men 
> ay 6 Cnapehy.; Jo. Sac ſome ApoFtles, and ſome 1 one 

0 / 


elifts, and ſome'Paſtors and Teachers, 
EEG ws oy. the Miniſtr , for i 
che ; of .Chriſh, till FR0-0 come in wy «24 of the. ] 


of the dge-of the Son.of God, to a perfett Man, .upia the 
meaſure of the ſtature of 24 Fo: of Chri#t, phcL4 png 

Here is no Judge, of Controverlies mearion2d. aragr ang 
thels,. gh he had been worth them all, and in decd had 
made all.the orher.uſclefs, if. there had bzcn any.ſuc =, 


Bug that which: I obſerye is, That the, work, of an;. => 
was to inſtru men in the Faith, to reachthem Kng viedge - 
a] Underſtanding, what they. are to no, wh 


which is-very 1 b the af 
ons inconſiſtent wit TOSS 


[3 


inſtructs many, helps chem 'to 


men to inftra&t his Church , isa proo! he mneendet 
they ſhonld believe with their Un dings; and if ; 
che Apoſtles, even St.Perer himſelf had no orcher —_ 
fion bur to Teach , then their Authority could not exten; 
farther than rheir Teaching; that is, they could nor oblige 
men to believe more than they could make them underſtand , 
the reafon of. i | Ap jus 
Well, but if Chriſt hath not appointed a Judge of Con- 
troverſes, what Cereainty can we have of our Religion? 
and what carchas Chrift taken of rhe Unity of the Church ? 
Theſe are two Points which muſt bs conflicred , and if-we 
can give a fair account of them without a } of Con- 
troverſics, there will be fo little need of fach a Judge, that 
there will be no great Reaſon to contend about him. 
©, Firſt, As for Certainty ; why cannot we be certain of our 
Religion, - as well asof other Matters, without an infallible 
Judge ? Does any man want an infallible Jadge to make him 
certain of the fenſe.of a plain Law, or any other intelligible 
Writing? to underſtand the difference between true and 
falſe reaſoning ? to know what kind of Evidence he may 
rely on as to:Matters of FaR, which were done in 2 remote 


_ Country, or before he was born? Now,if we can becettain 
of any thing without ang Jodge, Pe#CH nty does 
not upon Infallibility , uſe we cait be certain 


withont it : - Certainty of Knowledge depends tipon the 
+ Certainty of Evidence. What we have certain Evidence 
for, we, may be certain of ; and what we have not certain 
Evidence for, we can.never be certain of. To depend up- 
on Authoriey , though ic be' ſuppoſed infallible, 'is but one 
- fort of Evidence, and one kind of Certainty, +1. the cer- 
tainty of Authority ; and therefore if there be other kinds 
of evidence and certainty. for our Religion, beſides the Au- 
| thbriey of an infallible Jadge, then we may, be cerrain it, 
though there were no infallible Judge : For where there 
are 


> 
EEE, ate mage, brody he 
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men Chriſtians, unieſs they will own an infallible Judge, 


. Well! bur fy there were other poſſible 5 to at- 


rain a Certainty in Religion, yer there is none {© 
ſo certain asan infallible Judge ; which delivers us fron te- 
dious Inquiries, and doubt Diſputes, —_ makes all men 
Orthodox whether will or no : Now: for this-very 
Reaſon 1 rejed an infallible Judge, becauſe ir is veryplain - 
Chriſt never intended ſuch a degree of Evidence as this: 
Faith is a Chriſtian Grace and Vertue ,: and thereforemuſt 
be an a& of the Will, as well as of the TSS 
which ſuppoſes thatthe Evidence is not irrefiſtible; for ir 

no Vertue to- believe that the Sun ſhines when we toe it. 


none - 


Such Evidence as. forces an 'aſſent,, is inconſiſtent with the - :- 


nature of Faith, conſidered as a Veriue,which isa free and 
voluntai aſjens, upon ſuch E -idence as is ſufficient cofarighs 
#1 honeſt man, but not to compel an obſtinare Jafidetor 
Heretick hallons . Of this nature 'isthat Evidence: 
have for the truch-of Chriſtianity.” .Mizacles alone ; as-1 
obſerved before', did not prov 4 Jefus to be: the Meas-or 
Chriſt, . for then all men, Stow his Miracles, muſt have 
believed him, as they did Moſes; but beſides this, Gras 
to inquire whether his Perſon anſwered the Cha 0 
Prophets had you ofthe Meſhas, and whethethis DoRrine 
Me ble with'theic Law ; and here the'Paſhons . 
and Prejudices, and Lufts and Intereſts of men pw "mh 
poſe, and corrupt and byals their Judgments, and 
they would: belieye, ar would not believe, did very! auch 
depend upon the temper and di _of their (minds. 
Hence .our Saviour at:ributes the Infidelity of the' Seribes 
and'Phariſees ro their, Pride and Civocoedih, and ſuch T'ke 
evil Cauſes; and requires an honeſt ar.d teachable mind-t1 
Brees 


| . men to receive the Goſpel. Such he.call 
0 Te biliewe mes becauſe ye who þ my 5 0eep 


papers ora cnarandt ro the Chriſtian Religion, 
che Supetſtruture cannotbe more: bi. As nchan the 
| Foundation-is,, atid therefore! the ſame kind of Evidence 
which Chriſt chought ſufficient to prove himſelf to be the 
MeMas, muſt be ſufficient alſo for all the ends of fo y nog - 
Chriſt has no Diſciples but fincere honeſt. men, 
fore has given us ſich a degree of ' Evidence and Certainty, 
as may bea trial of our honeſty. It is of ao concernment, 
whether bad men be Infidels or Hereticks; and then if there 
be ſufficient Evidence and Certainty to Gaisfie honeſt n men, it_ 
is enough , and there isabundant Evidence for this purpoſe 
without an infallible Judge, and therefore there-can be no 
need; of him. _ 
: And beſides this, our Saviour has promiſed the afliftance - 
of his Spirit, not only to work Faith in all well diſpoſed 
Minds, buc to enlighten their Underſtandings, and to guide 
themin the diligent uſe of thoſe Means he has preſcribed te 
find one Truth; which though ir does not: make them abſo- 
lutely infallible, which there isa10 necd-of to carry men-to 
Heaven, . yet it preſeryes them from all great and fatal Mi- 
Now I. would deſire any man to tell ne, what need ]. 
there had been of the internal Illuminations of the __ 
to dire& us in our inquiries after Truth, if Chriſt had 
vided ſuch an external infailible Means as: a. Judge of 
we hough honeſt | AUS bs 
t (4) men are not 1 FN yet, t re 
this ſecurity as co their ſpeculative Miſtakes, which have; no 
ill influence upon their Lives.; that the Mercies of God ” 
as well extend co the i intirmities of our Underlt tanding ,as _ . 
our Wills.- For if an involuntary Ignorance will be. 
Excuſe eyen to bad men, to leſſen their nikment; eb 
more may we preſume ic will excuſe Men. . D. 
To demand ſuch.adegree of Evidence/and ( | 
God has not thonghr fic tO give us, does great, miſchict. co 
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hope Coin: it; the Chur: of Rome 
yns' this, 'Fhat there is not ſufficient Certainty without an 
AOAEE > and hence they argue ; That there muſt 
falli udge . and that the Pope , or Church of 
oy is that] Now let the Infidel and the Rowan 
diſpate it out, w ch of theſe two is the beſt conſequence; 
that ſincewe cannot be certain of our Religion, whether we 
' ſhould wholly rejet it, or ſer up a Judge of Controverſies; 
and'in'm S the Infidel ſeems to have the beter of 
it; forit 5a natural atid immediate conſequence not to be- 
lieve what, we are not certain of,but I can ſee no connexion 
in the World between the want of Certainty, and the'ne- 
ceſſity' of an infallible Judge ; ſomerhin boy to be ſure muſt 
come between to unite them rogether, the leaſt we can 
think of is this; That it is neceſſary we ſhould be certain in 
matters of Religion, and that there is no' way to make us 
certain, but an infallible —_ e; and therefore, ſince there is 
nocertainty in Religi rhout.ſuch a J =. Jodgare muſtgrane 
that there is one. jk if this be that there wants 
Evidence to make Chrittiariity certain, how do thay profn, 
that iris neceſſary we ſhould be certain, of it? Which 
nifies, that it is neceflary we ſhould be certain'of that,whi, 
is riot certain; and methinksit wants a Jids prof mouhes s 
a Judge of Controverſies is the only . pc 
men _—_— Me of Reb eo en CAS 
gument uncertainty eligion, too far, leſt when 
' cometo confider it ;irmakerhem Infidels. - 


eto eigen Sith SE 3 
Lies gecel ry to. hard 2 
the EE] "he Divine RE to our Minds to 


| of the reaſon 


Fj | Concning. Judge ſComnaſe, 


the bps = fi 70.0 ch ckers Coo mw 
ceſſarily m and will be, .cill all Fs to one. Sove | 
Aithoricy,, apd unite in-one' Viſible Head, And. 
lince jt is gvi chat Chriſt intended that all les 
ſhould live in Unity. with cach other, which Y. .. 
enjoyns,and bo paſſionately recommends; we muſt conclude, 
 Thathe has Ipod foe ſore effefual means to end all Con- 

troyerſies, and to pg or m3 in one Communian,which can 

be no other than an Infallible and Governing Head. Now * 
in Anſwer to.this I conſider, 

7. Thar a Supreme viſible Head, as ſup ppoſe the. Pope of 
Reme,is not ne cllry, and efſentialto the Unity of theChurch; 
for if all Chri hurches lived in-Communion with each 
oth>r, they: wackdbe one Church,though they were all e 
Without owning rhe Supremazy of one. over the reſt & And 
theretare chat Chriſt inftituced but one. Church, and raging 
all the ſeveral parts of jt to live in Communion with 
ther, does not prove the neceſlity of one Viſible H = 
cauſe they may be one without uch a Head,and it-is ealie tO - 
prove, that this is all the Unity Chrilt NN, but of this . 
1n Anſwer to the following Papers. 


_ 2: Though Chriſt has made necelary with che ne 
en iT pe rovoe hen I ſuppoſe all men 
(2 ible means All. 2 1UPPOIS au MEn 
will granc, that Chriſt. | of pk as .negelary 


Unity, and yet he h NO 


Means to doping azo ut-we ſee the {ta 
Church Jus as tack by the Wickodngh, 
RSS 
neſs, but Tho tes Bn | 
and liberty ; and if the Comma. 
Teeth and the ho | World, with « 
ot } > men do their 


Be Tio mas der 7 
ded: more noi >. the Vang than for the Holt 
pg his Church. 3.For 


* 
on . 


vifohs"to' c EM s 
\ Luſts and fncoreſs vfile, frave 4 groar | 


=: Ep 
5 wil make be Lk the 


corel} = F a&fon wil divide the Church, hers _ Faith 
is the ſame, of which the otic old arva arp = 

And there ts = preſent a on Example of this, wh 

'-the — erif they own it, it hogs 
| de all their end ny rs ToEaibinny and Supremacy 
as fu "cart and - infallible Remedies for Hereſie and 
- Schiſm. - For they muſt fay , as they do, That Chriſt has 
veſted St.Perer and is Scicevdfors, the Popes of with 
the Supremacy of the Church ; here then is their i 
'Cure of : How then come all thoſe Schiſtns thr 3 N 
in the Church ?- For there are a good number of ther, not- 3 
withſtanding the Supremacy, and ſome more for thr _— 
Reaſon;- Has not Chrift appointed an Head of Unity ? 3 


Yes; but other Bifhe Churches wor'e ſiubmit to i 
\How? not co Chriſts Vicar? How comes this to pe 
they diſpute his Authority : And has jror Chri wy 
VU 


ven him this Authoriry? Yes; but ny won'r | 
is this inculpable Igtorance;or Pride a eHon? Wh th "ſs 
'then og muſt gage, there wants certain 7 or ik 
infallible H; Ei yn not 
then the View of men wit make thy | 


a Judge ; of nlys we | 
have iiad nodiſpute about irat thisday; andrherefore _— 
muſt be out in'one, cither Chriſt has appointed no ſach 
Judge, or this cannot prevent Schiſms in, the Church. % 
4. Fourthly, There is an caſfie and effetual. way of cu- 
ring, Church Diviſions without a Judge of Controverlies,nay, 
without making all men of a-Mind in rec (tun which 
_ mult never be expected in this World : And that is, not to- 
make the neceſſary Terms of Communion fſtreighter and 
be narrower than Chriſt has made them ; noting but what. is 


Roy revealed in Scripture, and is eſſen 


want a” nc lge { { f with þ out 4 gb Ng. ol 
: a ns V. mp we» ; *; "Hl 2 


& b. Her F 4 a rag 3+ , | 
: N ” ” F. - RS 5% * IS x: - R : » 
'But,this will not ſacisfie the-Chureb of Rome,whict 
"> p ” of" '» : #7 £.& _— FILE” s 


to Chriſtian: . 


E: Communicate withthem a 
here isno need of aJ y tadeterminethoſe Ce 
_ troverſies, which She her ſelf has made in contradition to 
_ Primitive Faith of Cn _ therefore I pom | 
t commend t allowno body-to 
Judge of- the DifuresLacher ſelf. Would all men ſibenic 
Fe Church. of Remeit world reſtore Peace i 
Uni to the Church, but tothegreat prejudi 
and hazard of mens Souls, and: we not purchaſe a meer. 
external Unity at this rate. Thoſe men over-value Unity, . 
who part with Truth for it ; for Fagan for er Wer the 
Church'is not more: conliderable than the purity qroren 
and Worlbip, » 


The Paper. pa 
a Reaſons make me think a viſible Fudge ately mou | 


Whett have abou dikourled 1X occaſion ſome: : 
Daphne of this CES 


\ Guide/cannot .conſfiders- th 
Marter careful will nd lh alk of flaw 


"Firſt, Sugpoſs chere be an infallible Judq 


| wit cine and elrnnes rl on ime we aut corny. 


» mn 


o Pope: : ' 
parately conſidered;burt a Council zonficmed by bogs: 
Others, noneof all this, but Tradition is Sleoorve 4 rt 
liry __ all agree to, but know not where this Infallibilicy 
is ſeated. Now what ſhall a doubting Proteſtant do,who hy 
nes Dfalibilicy? May of them,did he know where. 
tofind this Infallibili notas cafily chooſe hisown 
| and vthat tor Newill live in TT AEIOSE. Uh with, 
as which of theſe infallible Judges to follow? Which ſoever 
of cheſe he rejeas; he has a conſiderable party of theChurch 
of Rowe on: his fide ; the only difference is, © t heis ſo far 
ſatisfied withtheirReaſons againſt cach other, that he rejeds 
thenw'all; and he has caſon for it; for if 'God. had 
intended to appoint a Jndge to end af Diſputes, certainly he 
would bave done this ſo manifeſtly, that thers ſhould have 
been no diſpute who this Judge is: For methinks a doubefill 
—— Lc e Judge is not a very proper Perſon to cad all 
Di 

2. Nay,according tothe Doarine of the Roman Divines, 
it is not poſlible to prove either that there js ſuch a Judge, 
or who et ad (64 is. For if there be ſuch "ds e; he _ 
Chriſh-pach than we muſt look for his 


So that 
the belief though mem may. 
Ts ne Ee en 
et I wonder 4 
| he otherwiſandifl he ay, Proakin ke an echeſt even, 
cannot believe it, till it is proved to him, can ever entertain 
ſuch a thought; for ler his A be never {© ſubeil,, if 
he reſolves to believe nothing bu at a. ſees .proved;- he . 
may mainrain bis groand agaalt hits to-repreſens this. 
briefly in a Dialogueberwacn a Popif anda Proven. "me 
Papiſt. I pity your On. Ok to ſee you live, at ſuch-umies- 
rainties for your Rs yp dp mp that I + 
ving Oracle and i bath placed on bis . 
Church, to £7 "Um _—_—= bes in nee ap I, 
Protefh. ak you for your 1 _theugh | 
= ork A meme a T. 41 1 
yer I hood be glad an 1 
ralk & if I knew where to find him.” 
Pap, He is t0'be feund.jin-the cn Rome; forthat 54. the 
Charch which is tbe PMler and: Ground of Font; there ria Se.Poxet's 
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"ror. Jr. "Int pray;/how tha Ebo be dure this? 
Pan Do £7 ak that fe % when - L 4 forred youre fc 
am 

yr: Pier: ey alhd, mon cnc eps EY 


cording to'my' own-ptivate Judgment. 
not ufe' my Judgme. [Iz octiermatte 


— Ka WS ET dro 4. " fo hem 
&-" fe —_— ' 
qY ' Prot.” What courſe muſt I take then? 
| "Pap: Tas muſt fand to the j the Chirch which can- 
« yok + and whatever Hereticks ſay, ſbe will tell-y0u; that theſe, 
Texts prove the "Churches Infallibility. | ; 
Prot. Hold Sir, what is it we are to prove ? 
Pap: That the Church is Infallible. 
We 'And'this I muſt prove from 7 RFLNTGY 
ap. Tes. © | 
£5 'And muſt tiot rely on my. own judgment neither bor 
js x of Scripture, but on. the igryotetion; of the 
urc 
Pap. ' Right ! This is the true Cathbolick Way. 
-_ FF, at is, I muſt take the Churches word that ſhz 


Pu No, {i muſt believe the Scripture, which fors ſo. | 
muſt believe theScripture,not becayle I under- 
Pf to be the ſenſe of i it, but becauſe the Church lex 


HATE 
. Pap. Righr"? fie Hereticks e: undit aberwiſe 
Pror what is this then wgeragFrsg FER LESN 
Forhe? ownInfallibility ? What difference is. there: between 
taking the'Churches wordat thefirftor ſecond. rebound? To. 
Nee Spe it her ſelf; or to believeit becauſe 
ſhe makes the Scri fayir? And therefore if this be all you 


hayerofay, Im *. v4 Ix + and rather con- 
tent my. Ne without an allible Judge, rl pany a 
with a meer i 1 of It libi without any. oun- 


dation'to rely on. 
ee. ; $97] IR 6 moſt learned Advocates of 
nba ore ntemngy nc that we have no in- . 
| Aide Mine: |; of | il 3 oy Ree Bet fallibly 


be owned for the infallible ez ; 
and underſtand the weak of they ought 
to be very tliankful to us,if we will Mow bs 

may not we then be as infallible as they ? For indeed it is 


pp Sicte that any Moral certainty ſhould grow up into 


o 1; 1+ OK No man can be more certain of the. De- 
ciſions of an in _ Jadge,thavke is ren 


i : And cha che whole Babtnehe Pa- 
piſt, after all their of Infallibilicy, is reſolved into Mo- 


greater ; have of it than Proteſtants : As 
pers Obes efas C bs 7 ir the Eteanal Sem F2IY, A Preceftanc 
j is , becauſe he has all-che Evidence that we can 


bars for any thi of ; that the Scripearesof the 
= Th nts, by inſpired hy and cat the 
—_ of Scripture in their moſt 
tion on api this, and-therefore t Dadtrine of 
his Apolies, "who were infulible T's chers: So | 
char cheſt won of our Faith is itito the allibilicy F 
Chriſt and hi#Apoſtles, which we have all the dencecf - 
which  Can-give 0s. nl ET; 


eliev es thar Chriſt is the Eternal Son of 
cauſe the Churchgwhich is a worn ſo; 


do. if the Infallibilicy of Chriſtand his Apoſtles,beas 
good a Reaſon of Faith as the Infallibiliry of the Chareh or 
| Pope of Roe, and if we have as good Evidence that theGo-. * 
ſpel was writ by inſpired men, and that fach'words are con- 
rain2d'in the Goſpel; as prove Chriſt to be the Son of God,, |; 
as they have of cheir Marks and Notes whereby chey-find onr 
the true Church, thea we have tothe full asmuch cereainty' 
and Infallibility as they have. - They have buta Moral En- 
dence atbeſtot the Infaltibiliry of their Church, rue RG 
for2 are but morally certain what rheir Church teaches right; . 
and therefore if ws have as much cettainty as they have (and 
God forbid we ſhould have no more) our Faith is built upon: 
as {are a Foundation astheirs, wicthour making a noiſe with - 
Infallibiliry, which at laſt dwindles into ſome Arbitrary 
Notes and Marks vf a Church I 
| _ And yet Fourthly,nor to trouble our ſelves at preſent wiel 
alias; Nows and Marks which Cardinal Bellermime and 0- 
theyss give of atrue Clurchthereis oneMark,withourwhich 
it is irpotſible wethoald becerain which isthe true Church, 
and Thar is, that ſhe profefes the crae Faith and Worſhip of 
Cheilt; For chis is efſentialeo the Chinch, and there-can be 
no Church witlioot ic: all ocher Marks may deceive as ; for 
whataver other Marks there be,if there be not thetriitePaich 
and Worſhip of Chrift; there cannot be che true Chntch ; 
and therefore when the ſtare of the Church, as it is at this - 
day, is. broken and dividet itito ditferene and oppoſite Com- 
manions, whoever will find ont thetrie Church; muſt ex- 
amine her Do@:ine and Worſhip. 'Bellarmine himſelf makes 
the Holinets of 'Do@rine ohe eſſential 'Mark -of the true 
Church, and yer Trurh'is antecedent'to Holineſs,andequal- 
ly eſkential:Now this is ſuch a Mark of an infallible Charch, 
asmakes her Infallibiliry uſeleſs, when we have found her. 
For we muſt underſtand che 'true-Religiorn before we can 
know the true Church, and can be'no- more ceftain, which 
is the true Church; rrhan we are /which'js the tre Religion; 
2:x\thereforecannot reſolve onrFaich-into-the Authority of 
| the 


. « -— the 
ments to him, yet if thoſe, who Baptizedand UNEC THEN 
did not LY ado k, then they wereno Chri nor 
Biſhops themſelves, and cherefore could not confer Orders 
on him, and fo apwards ſtill, which reduces the matter tothe 

reateſt uncertainty in the World; for how is it Sor to 
eG any mans private Intention, when neither Words nor 
Acions. rr be allowed a ſufficientdeclaration of it. And 
beſides this, if a Pope be Simoniacally promoted, or. Or- 


- 


Orders, and then what becomes of his ure age Nay, 
what ſhall we ſay of that'long Papal Schiſm, when there 


dained by a Simoniacal Pope, here 1s an ny in his 


vere three Popes topether, Fobn 23. Gregory 12. and. Bene- 


di# 13. who were all Depoſelby the Cauncil of Conftance, 
and 4artin 5. choſe? Was there neyer a true Pope among 
all thz Three? If there were, What Authority then. had 
the Council to Depoſs them all, and chuſe a Fourth? And 
who knowsto: this day from whence the ſucceeding Popes 
have derived their Succeſhon? which may yery much call 
che Popedom and. Infallibiliry into queſtion.” than as 
tor Councils, which conſiſt of Biſhops, there is the ſame in- 
certainty about them, whether they be true Biſhops or not, 
as there is about the Pope; and beſides this,thereare omany 
Diſputes, whatmakes a General Council when it is. regular! 

called,and when they a& Cenciliariier,in fiich'a manner as a 
Council ought toac, to procure the infallible Dire&ions.of 


the Soirit, and to.give Authority to their- Decrees, that if - 


Wore 1 and Buſi: People cannot underftand the Scriptures, 
and the Reaſons of their Faith , 'F am ſure they are much 
lefs able to underſtand what Councils. they may 'afely re'y 


CN. -. | 
But ſuppoſe we did know who this infallible Judge is , 
whether Von or Council, and this Judge ſhould give us an 
jnfallible Interpretation of Scripture, and 'an infMible De- 
L:Gon of all Conrrovetrſics in Religion , which the Church 
of Rome never could be perfwaded to do ycr, and I believe 
never will, wi:nefs choſs many fierce Diſpures which are a- 

| ; _ mong 


t/ 


Infallibility; yer it Judge infallibly decermine 


from his own Mouth,or receive it in Writ rake it'upon 
cherepartof. others; As for the firſt of cheſethere isnor one: 


in the World ac this day, that was-preſenc at the Debates of | 


any General Council, or heard them: prononnce their De- 
jr Myon Definicions, and I believe as few. ever heard the 
Pope determing any Queſtion ex Catbedr4," which what ir 
meaty, Cither they donot well underſtand,or have no mind 
to tell us. As for Writing; when we ſee the Decrees of a 
Council written, we can have only a Moral afſurance that 
theſe are the Decrees of the Corfncil; and when we have 
chem, it may be they are much more obſcure , and ſubje& 
to as many different Interpretations-as the Scriptures are, 
chat we can have no better aſſurance what the ſenſe of the 
Coundil, than what the ſenſe of the Scri is; as Expe- 
rience-tells.us it is in-the Council of Frene, whi Roman 


DoRors ditfer 2s much about, as Proteſtants d>-about the - 


fenſe of Scripture;. and though the Pope. of Rowe be made 
the Judge of the Senſe of Councils, yet if he will not deter- 
mine it, what are we the better? It one Pope appiovesCar- 
dinal Bellarmiw's Expoſition of the Council, and another A, 
de Meaux, though diredly oppoſite to each other, as we ſee 
at this day, how ſhall we ever come to an infallible Certainty 


what the Council has determined? -Has not a Proteſtant, - 
who ſtudies the. Scripture ,. and uſes the beſt Reaſon and 


libitity as this comes to ? And yet how few are there, 
that have Time or Learning to Read the Councils, which is 
a (itcle more difficult than to R2ad the Szciprurzs in the 
hs Tongue; and all theſe Men muſt truſt eatirely to 
the 


inci he has to under it, as much Cerrainty and 


oneſty of their Prieſt, who, it he be honeſt, may be * 
very ignorant,and yetthe laſt reſolution of the Peoples Infal-. 
and skill of their Priefts; for how ' 


libilicy is intothe | 
infallible ſvever the Pope or Council be, they know no more 
of the matter than what their Prief'stellthem,which is ſuch 
an Infallibilicy as the meaneſt Proteſtant has no reaſon to 
envy. This 


/ 


Suoſe; bo thanks box 


'- = Atguments more 
fhall ſet. down In order as Hfindthem. 


1 don?s brow, fugpoſholy he Roman Efhore not Jawndble, 
tbe Reformers can juſtifie themſeboes ; and if they were'fo,T 
make it agree with the Promiſes of the Gates of Hell never p 
ho rr except there were ſome other Church in which Purk 
of Fa 


V 
ty ith was preſerved; which 3f there were, 1 wonder for _ 
Unities ſake ſo much tomimanded inScripture,we did nat joyn with -.. 
TG {> "ore tl 

| is _- Anſwer. .._- 


WE 
£7 hd 


" rity had the Church of Englendto reform them. any 

G ainſt ic. FConcertiing 
the oh ith i PS han and or Union wich 
them. - 
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SEP WIPE PS Greg Silliins 
ao bo catigderad: 1. Whether the Errors of the Church of 


Rome be damnable. 2. bor: ry'y erngramgir Semar 


$ 


r. As for the firſt, Whether rhe Church f Rome be grily o of 
Jad Errors: If by damnable Errors be meant fuch 


rory as put into a ſtate of damnationghis I dare oro 
nk eee long LIN 
I co Mlert thatallche Churches inche Rowen Com- 


munion, and every Member of them asfich, are in a ſtate of 
damnation. Bur if by damnable Errors be meant ſuch Er- 


rors as are yery dangerous to mens Souls,and will ha- 
zafU their Sgragon, of or , ne as involye a Sinin them, 
as being a dire& Breach inc Lawgand fo are dam- 


nable as every fin brad in this Sen we do ſay thac 
the Church of Keene is guilty of damnable Errors.For to name 
my cher at preſent, we do affirm and prove too, That the 


Gip.of Saints and and Images are pre" ar 
is againſt God * Commandments, and 
ger IE DET TOI 
AT being ina ſtate of damnari tein 


rion,the 

wer of damn mr por 1 For a os of ame is fucha 
ſtate wherein, if a man commic damning ſins,he has noright 
andcitle ro Pardon,Forgivenefs, and Salvation, though he fe- 
pent of all his known = unknownfins. 'This is the conditi- 
on of all choſe who are not received. into the Chriſtian 
Church by Faich and Baptiſm; for the Chriſtian Church on- 
ly is a ſtate of Salvation; For there is wo other Name groen under 
Heavyen,whereby men can be ſaved;but only the Name Sov Chri f.So 
that choſe. who are out of the Church and Goſpel 


are not only guilty of damning fins,but whe res Gig 3 ' 


nation, for they have no Covenant-right to Pardon and Sal- 
| vatiog. 


OO The pd owes | 
OST Torrie an amr 
re't ma () ts, Yer 
es Say arcks? chatis,they are. notexclu fon 
thy Covenant of Grace; and therefore the Members of 
Communion, who live verctous lives, a RSA Teens of 
& allcheir known and unknown ſins, (er Ae God.” 
N © Org he the LA pry wrt dg 
Faith in as, that P34 ble uponth 
Foundation Cterrogots Dottrine apa W Vorſhip, 
fach @ man 1-2 Ct intbis by work ſhall boom, he 
_- bimſelf barbs} oat e.ſaved, yet ſo.as by fire, COr.3.1 1,17; Ctpry: 


to the Firg'of P au 
Fades which is called rhe Di 


the Fireof the Di | That 
be revealed 1 Barren the works wk bs 
er conker vc: nan which is bulls on the Foundationgthat 
ischoſe 3 or corrupt Worthip whichmen 


rain rogerhier with the Fabbuf Chr theſe Works ſhall be 
burnt, char is, condemned in chat day which is rev tal 
Fire INN COPRERnN Works, bf Fee Gout nyand 
oy __ fe oor i ll ook Ape Us 
r t e 

bend per, er heme citing © gurl; fs 
aber mind gd atlngs cop a man's wo 
Es fe lk; ad ants heath och 


Log | rwgg many v; 
horeful-Sope Wes ef,if their lives be 
; Merits Faks Chritt, _ with ſomeloſs and 


EE 
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ftant Divines believe the Pagans themſelves Ws. For though 


caunct fave. It is _ Faichin Chriſt faves us, which corrupt 
Chriſtians have, and Pagans have not, which is an eſſential 
ditference. LR, 

' Secondly,Suppoſe the Errors ofthe Church were not dam- 
.nable, why might notthe Church of England reform ſuch 
' Errors as are not damnable ? Suppoſe they only obſcure the 
Glory of Chriſt's Mediation, and are dangerous: temptations 
to lin,or hinder the Edificationof the Church,or betray mea 
. to falle Notions of God and of Religion, though they are noc 
in themſclves damnable,why may not ſuch Errors as theſe be 
reformec?If the Church of Kome were convinced thatſhe were 
guilty of ſuch Errors,ought ſhe not to reform her ſelf? And js 
not every Church im duty bound. to. preſerve her Faith and 
Worſhip as pureanduncorruptas ſhe can? And'why thenis 
not the Church of England bound ta doſo? If ed che 
Church of Rome had a Supream Power over the Church of 
England,that nothing-could be done withoug her Approbation. 
and Order,then we would grant,chat incaſe of tolerable Er- * 
rors, fuch a dependent Church could not reformrirRIfwithour 
the conſent of its Saperiour ; as no private Chriſtian cati re- 
form the Church wherein he lives,without the conſent of the 
Go7ernours of ic.But we ſay,thatevery National Church has 
the Supream Independent Power within herſelf,and therefore 
may corrett any abuſes and corruptions which are crept in- 
to her Communion, without leave of the Biſhop of 
Rome, or any'other Church in the World; and this juftifics 
the Reformation of the Church of England, if ſhe reformed 
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Hhimſel he be Ce, cores of te h 'Erro s; for 
man has Avthority to fave hisSoul. - © 
WE wo it mk From guitry of dameable 

ow rhyme Promiſe Church, 
That the Gates. 5, 8 Hell. | 51? | Now the 


Cy or hi | 
/ Gates of Hell; ——_ 
the De Devil ſhall never be: 
Church, for if he can dothat, hen fo th 
the Church. But mwxei ff 
or Hades is properly the ftace of dn fbom are laid 
under-ground,and appear no more in this World; indrhere 
fore whenour Saviour prormiſes;That rhe Gates of Hades 
not prevail againſt bis Church, the meaning is, that thero f 
always be a Cl arch in the World , profeſling that Faith 
S = which here Perer had profeſſed , — I 
erg t ark mnt er Church, viz. Thas Feſws Chriſt irtbe Son of 
the living God.- - And ſuch a Church - there has: been inthe 
Parting over ins and the Church of Rome it ſelf, notwith- 
all the Corruptions that that are in it,isſach a Church. 
- But ein Nee he © be over-run- with -and 
damning Errors, is evident - St.PanPs Prediftion of the 
A of-the later days, When the Man » Si Tb re 
\ ll / vealed; ti poder Src who as God, ſiiteth in the Temple of 
God, \ ſhewing bimſelf that be is God,2 Theſſ2. 3, 4- For who- 
ſoever this Man of. Sin is, he fits in the Temple of Godjthat 
is, in the true.Chyrch of Chriſt; and while che-Man of Sin 
fits , we need nor doubr; but he brings ſome 
damning Errors with him; and yer it behs Tomploof God, 
even when the Min of” Sin ſits there. © a 
« TOs for the laſt thing menrionedr is ſuicientl 


nine merry _raeig Oh 
tthe-time of who did not own 
ſyrpations-of the Church of - Rewe ;- and © 
EEE their own, yet notof ſuck-fa 
Bauer: "Burif all POLE been quay 
2 


; 
Second! ,The 
pager infos 
every particular 


are 2 great many 
In 


not think them worth. ng | 
Chusch of [pry mona 1 wc 
lly made 


"wichCanding all ? Both 
-mider Diviſions of Ar ro od prove the Church of Rome 
robe that One Church, or that the Church of Exglasd is'nd 
Ek tering of ic by the Agctlmeo ris 
.but Ones trom it by t to 
:End of the World, and rhe Church of Rowe, as well as We, 
-muſt own, that it is but One Church, the 
.Tcveral Diviſions that have been init in the firſt Agesot: the 
Church as well as now; and therefore the and Com- 
.munion of the Church muſt not. be eſtimated by any one + 
-Ags of -the Church; but the Apaſtolick Age muft be the 
Standard of Catholick Unity and:Gommumon, asit is of 
the Catholick Faith. - 
. Suppoſe all the Churches of the World at this day were 
bone or ryan we - woul = 
4 it 
the Church of were ſ@pararad from AIR 
:of Chrilt; and-from lick:Communion. - Gn whpent 
the Church of this Age, but the whole Church of this, 
is but avery little- part of. the Catholick Church, few, 
ſound and Orchodan pr & hope < SERGE > 
:Nolick Churches, arid the three firſt Ages, 
to be thebeſt and pureſt eras 3-5 clis One Catholick Church, 
and _ we muſt een rr wore et et; if - 
chen the:Churcti' of. Exgland were 
Churches of thisAge, yet if ſhe bein Cn withthe 
\Apoſtolick k and Pcimuive Churches ſhe is in Catholick Com- 
mun'on nw if gy [Apoſtle chomleres -_ ia Catholick 
Communion. <: vchon, pherher x Chutch 
land be.a towe-Catholick ads. 
mniow; we are" not:14y,much -nanckmed: dp enquire what 
A O—— communicates wittinowr, as whether "—_ 
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* whole Catholick Church, from: Lich of Chriſt ang his ; 


one king,. private. ardſelver 


riginal of Catholick | 
e Churchi'of Af ara rp gee 
On Ke ſtles elves would have owned 


 ourCommunion,had a $; howdo we come 


to be Schiſmaticks now, andour: of Ca 
For if Catholick Communion. be the Communion .of the 


Apoſtles to the end of the is but one ; 
and the Apoſtolick Churchesare re Mealuro and Sean: 


. ardof crueCarholickCommunionghent thoſe Churches, which | 
$0 this day are in Communiog; with 


Apoſtles, are in true 

Catholick Communion. . rect x we; will:ſtand by, 

Rn os Pe RNS 

| rus confder,w the W 

oar Communion far thoſe Reaſons,for which the-Chucch of }. 

Rome now —_ a _ —_— have yo peeons Com: 
"ongue. ww im 1 I + D&ELANL 

not worſhi arroaghn- lone rg i 

wiſe confels, wasneither CITY NOx 

ES no 

or. not owning-t (1 
when Se. ee nr tas ts as wedot 


the Sacrifice of , rhe Meſs, Indulgences, Purgat 

7 y Us ſſes ,; and che TS 
nions9all thoſe Churahes which ree8 them? = 

isin4 Satan ach all hk 
'Chu rches from the. Apoltles days till now, who never owned 
nor. impoſed:thoſe egg res 2h which - Sal 
Separate.from the, Church of , Rowe,' as neceilary Terms of 


Curholick emer viel ne 


Catholick Colnmunion 
we communicate wich nh of Kang with more Churches . 
than they rle-The nos — 


a Monet antbt Li 
4.9 y 


> ey may 

they ask ub; Whers, our phe: Luther? We find 
our Church in its Dorine,Worſhip,and Gorernment,inthe 
Apoſtles days; eto Myr we edabrghygene betta 
but one Aze brought in one Corruption, another another. 
Some a Popes began the Encroachments upon the Lt , 
berties of other Churches, and-others kept the ground their 
Predeceffors had got,and as they had oppottunity made new 
Conqueſts,and thus by degrees itigrew up into a Papal Om- 
nipotency. Some: thinking Monks ſtarred forne uncouth-Q» 

pltions inch were telled abonr for-a while in Dif; 
if they were ſich as 'be of uſe to:advance the Power of 
thePope, or of the'Prieft; they began to be countenanced at 
Rome,and that made honeſt men cautious of O ſing; and 


; end] A intoreceived Doctrines, and when it was 
ripe for that'p * were dubbed Arricles of Faith;and 
at fengjth were ; method and-order, refined and 


poliſhed, ved their laſt "Authority from the pack'd 
Comtennic'of They.” And will any man call chis ck 
Communion, the dividing Tormeof which Chak angel un» 
known to the beſt and 

_—_— in ey 


mon | 
oth har don ring repos would us)by the Bp.of 
Ro oe Roa pak dy "a 
how among all the Diviſions of Chriſtehdom, we can prove* 
our ſelves toby a Carholick Church, and-in Catholick Com- 
munion, which is all that'we at pteſent ate concerned for;; 
and.let the Church of Rome do as mich for herfelEif ſhe can 
DI TAR We TO I phin,ſhe muſt 


have denied Communion'to the A ick Chiirches, and I 
am ſure they would have denied C to-her; 'and 
| > ern of hr Carholick Communion , which 


re Kal aye 


I.Eve particularCharehwthkrolaiberhe ts crusFaich of 
Chris pr of th Cthaick Chr and by virtue eros 


CatholickFaithyjs ſo f UL 
tickChurch;and thus. weowne heChi 
part-of che Catholick Church; to es tne £1 
of Chriſt, though-with a ro 
Fs, .The Communion of para O rok ca 
in vuſibg't Fr oO 

if their Worſhip be: a ue ED 
to. the general Laws: of gle Gaines for «eve Cher bn 
Authority within her {elf rodir rown Wor, 
ſhip; and therefore if there wereno ae in. ogertle Fark 
of Ergland is not bound to receive her 
from the Church.of Rowe,, nt Rar ak vn ithoare 
ing charged with. Schifm for IP 

3.&-very Catholick Church is:bound to. 
Members to Communion, when they on 
which makes themall 'but one Chur 
he RAY wy have a Cs 
eac er;.a C og i SGT 
munion,not to-adhere 16 Slee Ponce ons 
own particular Churches,25 nov to, con WIth © 
Churches,who uſe different Rates fe Lodeobns ory 
nocenrt. Thus far all | chingsareplain anc ealic;but Wop rand 
ioJlow we halt maintain Communion with ho Churches, 
WIUCH teac yory; erroneous Dodrines,, or ule very __ | 
and fuſpeaed kinds of Worthip. . And 

| Fourthly;How corrupt ſoever any Church Pre, at i: 
tains the true' Faith of Chriſt, we.m own her fqr.a 
fant amor, a. corrupt Ones. W 1s one « egree 'of 
Communion with her,to own her hal the ſame Body with our 
_ ſelves,though as a ſicker rotten, Member.This was the charge 

againſt rhe Newetians and Dow rifs,noconly chatthey had ſer 
np adiſtinct and ſeparate » but_thag they un- 
Cchirched' the Carholick- Church; and therefore re- baptized 
thoſe who had been baptizedin the Catholick Communian,as 


if they had bcen Iafidels before. So that:if there be any true 
Church in the: world Spent CH RavyahoCa ck 


of Rowe rauſt neeeflarily (eut5 bocgs. the 
churches all other OI her ſelf, and t ierefore _ 


have no'degree of Communion-with them;as with Chriftian 
Churches; ; whereas wg own the Church of Rome her {elf i 


&$ 7a 


_ 
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hr her Errors: Si emer tn,a mr br 


_ lieve that whichis falſe,But then wemuſt ;wb+d ing 
Errors; mine ne > be guilry of ſome ſpeculative Er- 
 rors,which-may. do-no hart-to-common' Cher 


FEE: Tony the beliefof t 
do, but upon their own inimedia 
he Church'of Rewe. oy fag pr The Like 


of Conſubſtentiation is as falls and 
* thoug} anbncs. pe as abfurd as the''P, 


pi pe wichout profeſling the 
union 
Dreyer re eo 


municate with-them in- all as o worth, If wormay be al- 
lowed todo'it without owning theirErrors ;'and this makes 
us in Communionwiththat Church,andthar we do notacttu- 
ally. communicare is/none- of our fault; burche faulc of thoſe 

in/Uf che Eerors be/fack asare not mee a nt 
Jtive,bur corrupt their worſhip,chenindeed we muſt nor only 
diſclaim their Errors, but we mult not joyn'in thoſe a&s of 
worthip,which are corruptedby-them;as the Popiſh Maſs is by 


the:De of Tray Pantieion, HF eheir worl 5 4o2r0h robe 
cnvigninfis7 Apeb trons en inal thoſe as bf 


wotſhip,which are' not corrupted; If their worſhip be gene- 
cally. corrupt,as ir isih the Chutch of Reme,by their Latin Ser- 
bes ws RE hog toes and frequent Addrafles to 
d Zngttrin'thols od br anies, whereinthey pray 
ron rrgenk lly-abſtain; but admioniſt 
thein-as Brechiren, antes ll *other* —_—_ 
2 (+) 


> T5. c 
fore it docs 


not preſently fallow, that becauſe Churches divideCominu- 
nion in a&ts of Worſbip, they: do not belong tothe fame 


Body. The true Catholick Faith, whatever Errors and Cor- 
ruptions they areguilty of, makes them fo far Catholick 
Churches, and while we own them Members of the ſame 
Pody,to which weour ſelves belong, though wedo'nor com- 
mugicate in their Errors and Corruptions, we-are ftill in 
Communion withthem; and upon theſe Principles,notwich- 
ſtanding all the Diviſions of Chriſtians , there is but one 


Church ſtill, to which all Churches » who profeſs the 
crue Faich of Chriſt, unleſs any exclude es fromthis 


Catholick Unity, by wholly excluding others.  - . . 
Secondly, The next ay, 4 inthe Paper is, How the Church 
or 


ho way Erorethop ben hah hang 
h : us | own 
he BE aciptes and Do&rines of Holines; Cy area 
Holy Church, though their Holineſs may be far from being 
intire, and uncorrupt, as well as ieir Faith. | 
When Holineſs is attributed to the viſible Church, itcan- 
not ſignific Internal Holineſs and San&ification,for | 
muſt be holy in this ſenſe, all the Members of it muſt j- 
peccable as well as infallible. But Holineſs ſignifies: either 
their State. or their Profeſlion, "That they are in Covenant 
with God,and fo his holy and peculiar People, 'as the Jews 
were under the Moſa:cal Covenant, who are thereforeupon 
this account often called A bely Nation,cven whenthey were 
guilty of Idolatry in worſhipping the Golden: Calfand had 


ſ 


uires and 
EET Et = 


roaſt the qneBulle of Clit. pndhaiclſot Yee 

ho Rc, , whatever Corruptions nk aoily 5 eicher 

Zach Practice, which do not Un-church her. F 
y,As for what remainsarche Pa - it hasbeen an- 

Frere ered already upon other Qccaſjons. n we confeſsisa 


Sin, and chk God tn we av nor ule of i, 
Wee ap nar ger Yoke, _— Chriſt never upon | 
us to deliver out ſelves from the uajult! 
: Foreign Churches is no-Schiſm, no pete wo por ; 
to oppoſe the Inyaſions of a Foreign Prince. We Reformed 
our own Communion, anil that is no Schiſm, for we had full. 
Authority to do it; raping maar regs: isſuch, that they 
wi hoy for tor ns, hogs 79 CON ARR: 
be _—_ SOR que Conn _ Zrkbg 


with ny require no ſinful terms of Communion, which 


can juſtifiea Separation from ler them cell me wherein 
our Schien con s; | 
Be v The Paper. | 


I can't think thoſe ylerins Promiſes ſufficiently Aaedef i the | 
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Holy S$pi TR leading them into Tr, and HR 


and has for eve nd hehinds 
Anſwer.” 
Pray, why not? That Promiſe of Lodi "havior al 
Truth, was made to the Apoſtles, and was fulfilled in them, 


and extended to no others 'in that degree of Infalli 
as'is evident/from the manner how the Spirit was to! lead 
them into all Truth, wiz. by bringingto their 
all chings-which Chriſt-had faid/ to them, which can belong 
.only to thoſe Perſons,who heard the Sermons and Diſcotirſes 
of Chriſt himſelf. -For _—_ a man _ be taught what 
he never knew before, e cannor be ſaid to remember 
-what he never heard {Pra Bur when itis added; - that this 
Spirit of Truth ſhall abide 2with them for ever , tha for ever 
muſt beappropriared to the Apoltles, as it relates to an in- 
fallible Dico@ion; and their forever, lignifies no longer than 
they lived ; for if ir muſt be extended to.all the Succeſſors 


of-the Apoſtles, then there muſt be/as infallible 
Judges as-there are Succefiors to all the Apo in the 
ſeveral Churches founded by them, which » rioe ſerve the 

ns of the Church of Rome. - - 


. As for what follows about the Gates of Hell mor er 
ze oak .the Church; 1 ety given an account of that ; 
"Hell never while there' is a Davch, | 

which profeſs !che” Faith: exe St. Petey then | ; 
That Jeſu Chriſtis the 'Sow'sf 'rbe 'Living God ; the: 


Church of 'Rowe her ſelf has irr her greateſt Corrupti-' 
ONs, excepting - Tops Liberizs his peg nya to Gov Arian 
Confellion...: ha 37 EHAH 3 $1.37 of LE odd 
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CONCLUSION: 


| ts PWT to Wavering Proteſtants; 
- ſhewmg what' little Reaſon they have- 
to think of any _ , thets SIT 


'' gion, Pt 
| ia] have re Bord Rar wo PR; 


rs, ſeems to me fo very Clear and , that T 
ſhould not much queſtion its: even up- 
on Q/ Papiſts, would they im read and coriſider 


ic, nuch moreuponwavering Proteſtarits, if it be-only fome 
Seruples, not Intereſt, which (ways them. But the berter to fix 
fach People, and that in the M faſhionable way, with- 
a diſputing all the Pointsin controverſie, I ſhall defire them 

ider muck-more Ce ayer frpamry on they have 
in in Communion with the Church hof Ba GEE than they'can 
have by going over to _— Rowe.. And1 think 
this is home.to the purpoſe; © dale ths fenies Adgeam 
wherewith the Roman Pricits endeavour to pervert our Peo- 
ple; and which is the principal-deſign of theſe Papers.” 

1; Firſt then I dblerte. That all the Ppolicive Articles of the. 
Proteſtant Faith -are ownad and believed in the Chiurchof 
Rome; we'do not believe all that they believe,buryer woe orb 
eve all that we do; for nde =1- is contained inthe r 
Creeds, the Apoſtles, the Nicene, and the A:hawsſian Creeds, 
_ which eCharch of Rome owns, as well as we. And If he 
we .do not. build our Certainty on the Authority of 
Church of Reme, but on the exprefs Revelations of 
which contain all the Articks of our Faith, and is as trinch 


Gn as we deſire; yet methinks cven 2 modeſt — : 
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ſhobld bluſh to charge our Faith with Uncertainty, v 
our Faith, as far as it reaches, is the ſame with theirs. Surely. 
thy muſt grant, that in theſe matters, which we all confenr 
in,.our Faith is-true and orthodox; they muſt” grant , thar 


and his Apoſtles, is found and orthodox alſo; for thi 


94 
i - 
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a 
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che laſt Reſolution of ourFaith into' the Authority of Chriff © | 
ws . 
a hf ma 


reſolve their own Faith ; They muſt grant thatthe U 
Conſent of the Church in all Ages,not excluding the Church 
of Rome it ſelf, as a part of the ick Church, is the beſt 
External Teſtimony of the Chriſtian Faith. "Now when wg 
believe the ſame we te war Church of Rowe. does, up- 
on the Authority of iriſ and his Apoſtles, whoſeDoQring 
is contain2d in the Writings of the New Teſtament,and ex. 
pounded by the General Faith of the Chriſtian Church in 
all Ages, what appearance of Uncertainty can be c 1 
on ſuch a Faith? We reje& id the infallible Authority 
of the preſent Church of Rome; but what then ? Will nota 
true orthodox Faith fave us , unleſs we believe in Chriſt up- 
on the Authority of a particular Church, which had'no bz- 
ing, whea Cliriltianiey was firſt planted inthe world? * 
| I chink, I need not inſiſt on this; for I cannot believe 
that any Member of theChurchof England over to the 
Church of Ree, becauſe hecannot balieve is Creed in the 
Church of Exglend. But then] would deſire them to conſider 
what that Uncertai is which they complain of in the 
Church of England; for if the poſitive Faith of theChurch 
of England is certain,as it muſt be,if the Faith ofthe Church. 
of Rome, as totheſe Matters, be certain, why do they leaveus 
for want of Certainty, which is now the Popular ment 
to ſeduce men from our Communion ? If ard ink,we do 
not believe enough, let them ſay fo, and make thatthe cauſe 
of their departure from us; bur if, as far as our Faith goes, 
we have certain and evident Reaſons of our Fairh, how does 
Faith come to be uncertain? 

. As for thoſe particular Dodtrines,which are in diſpute be- 
eween us and the Church of Rowme,we grant we have no cer- 
rainty of them ; nay, more than that,we ſay no man can be 
certain of them, how confident ſoever he is; for they are }. 
founded neither on Reaſon nor Scripture,nor any goou Au- 

thority, (for we do not take the Authority of poovnr 


known Tongue, fo for the Li abjiyooy chr frog 
rr on AbGoltion, and thoſe new Sacraments they have 
introduced intotheChurch,we readily grant it;but think this” 
a very wh andre Reaſon for Proteſtants ro deſert our Commu- 
we have no certainty of things, which we be-- 
leve tobe falfs We donor only confeE,that we can find no- 
for theſe things, bit we affert that we'have pol ' 
ive and certain Evidence againſt them; and thoſe who 

a mind to believeſiich Dodtcines as theſe,muſt goover to the © 
Church of Ropre to.cniarge and i <Iary hos their Faith,  forwe” 
ſtiaFnever bellevechetn,. But. if, they carr be with, 
che Fairh- which the Scriptures reach, and which the Primi. - 
tive Ce profeſſed,” NT” as much Evidence and Cer- 
RS or "that, * the Chiirch of Kome her' ſelf vel _ es ; 
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Te errant pw 42 An ates with: 
Gut oxinatinandhor ator 4a ove. 
not to; be infallible,, then ke. may. I2ad us into. mT, 
Errors, and we haye no.way to 

hile we own the Supremacy of our Saviour, who is the. 
Head of his Church,and of all Principalitics and Powers;and - 
the Authority of Biſhops and Paſtors to _ the Corn 
under Chriſt; what does Shi Church fuller 
Syromacy of the Pope,when.Soveraign roof Ipes 
may. govern.their ſcve;al Churches, as wellor better +2184 
him ?- This indeed deſtroys the Payal Monarchy ; bur Chriſt 

s King ſtill, and: the Church is never the. works Church, be- 
cauſe 14 is. not an-univerſal Monarchy, which Chrift never . 
Donley Eboaldbe, Bur if, we we en +to.the;: 
Pope;and 12501 e.e0.itb 1 6p hpcoa 
ihvaſionupon. the p8 t of: "the Chriſtiag Biſh inthe: 
world, makes itil le for then) wth cmtheir... 
kg agar occalion there Fithoitlcav iey-enuhe 


CE ERISY ove it wr Nie 


earheſtly preſſed both by ChyiftionBrigon ag 
Cn perth witneſs the i & 
Coindcil of Trewr: Nay, this is an 
Soveraign Princes, to ra x ans them i ig thar 
Donlas, whore. oouy meal 5. WIED. 
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 gioth, Wat men p with their Underftand 
worlhip begins in the Mind, and our Under 
- govern our Aﬀections, 1 ft r, that gromrs SE 
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If we believe, Torts alo! 
" forgive” Sins, and | ; 
'-rity,to take inor ſhut rar the, aurch, : ch 1. 

' haze of Pardon and Satvation. , and therefore is a Miniſte- 
- rial remitting or retaining of Sins, and ſufficient to alkthe 
ends of  Ecclefiaſtical Authority, is Not. ops as much-Pardon 
* and Forgivene(s as any Chriſtian h big ced of though we.de- 
- ny, that the Prieſt 'has aJudicial Lof] recocian Anthority-to' 
' forgive ſins, winch is.ngtcompatibſe to. any Creature? For 
' what can any man defire more,' hanto be put intoa ſtate of 
* Pardon and Forgiveneſs in this World, and to be. finally AC- 
"Heh Ju ap ter in jy ano 1 Si if. hat have no 
1ch Judicial Authority-to orgies ins, afatal Miſtske 
*38'it for men to rely on ſach "ap elec olution,? 
What a miſerable furprize will icbe, 'for thoſe who thoughe 
k wmnp pardoned by. the Prieſt ro, be. condemngd by 
Chriſt ? 

"Though we dzgy fuch a place as P. tar Jos. nat. bo fra 
'of Hell 'as good an;Art nero ng 
= doss it leffen the. ics.of 

ne;s, to ſay, That God'remits All. 
h2 remirs the Sin? Burt if. the (nine of- expiring _ Sins 
in Purgatery,and of being ptayed out of 1 Id embalden 


. any man in fin,, whats Sip API: PPE U LA tg -005 
their Purgatey, ' to be Hell 4 Ie .  h075 


* Thits is IF ro ſhows... Thatwe., , 
deny ying ſuch ines.ast theſe, wi th  Anatbe- 
ma's po; the' Church of Rome can damn: us; but the hazard 
8 fo vaſtly great on the other ſide, the My abs will proye 1o. 
faral, if ee bs in,a_tailtake, that mothing,leſs ifs; 
fllible Certainty cGn'julti £the P ence ol ugh WY 
and therefore it is at fir for ſach,falible, Creatures 1.as we: 


own our ſelves'to be” , to vehiture: on them... We ars.1 afe as 
weare, and wethink ir beſt to kee cep « our ſelyes ſo, Shough We. 


had no other Realonfor i Fl bur that ic 1 is gr: to þ þ th "0 
- - Thirdly, Sate I fay' ae oa in ar 
wlck gd B34 


arines,. 
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-Iy,w rage 
"Wand for-the the of which forme Pt iw 
eo forks the Come he Cnach +, Engl, 

For" that of Rome, ' That they cat the nataratFleth © 
in the Sacrament, and receive a Judicial Pardon'of _ har 
'Sins by the Abſolution of the Prieſt ;*which ealyws -I we 
:do not. - Now ſuppoſe it were neceſſary to Salvation'to eat- 
:the Natural Fleſh 0 Chriſt, Low Neg ivent by the A. 
give any- man, w was not before verr by t 
- ryevif theſe be the Inſtirutions of Chriſt;we have them aswell 
, cha: and noman need go out of the Church of England 
| them. 
- If the-words of Confocrarichs; This is my Body, do by ".Y 
'Inftiturionof- Chtilt rranſubſtanciate the Bread into'the'Na- 
ural:Fleſh of Chriſt;cheſe words muſt have the ſame 
_ "when pronounced by-a-Prieſt-of 'the Church ' England? ss . VS 
of. the Church of Rowe.  And'therefore-if” this were the In- | 
:tention'of our-Saviour to give us his Natural Fleſh-to eat,we - - 
\& do cat it as much-as they ; for we cat the conſecrared - # 
ments,,which are,” -whatever Chriſt incendetl-ro' þ 
by the words of Cenfecration.* For: our net balieving 
catinot hintler'the' vireue -of -Confſecration 
brit: have" {> -appe'nted it ; for- the -Inſtitirjons © Ms 
Saviour _ not: Lge their Nature with mens 


ile Aolurtothrhon hat heve iFeoy | 
"Rove force; TEIS>£ ih 192) DHIDT it £! 
oh <= Thipthon bue roObjeonathar Fkaow of tea 

on ren er either that we Ke rt No 


{ heats Cha the Elements; or thi&th& Inren 


Prieſt is neceſſary to Conſecration, and —_— Nh is . p 2 
done, than what the Prieſt intends todo; and therefore no- - | 
- Prieft can Tranſubſtantiate, but he who intendsto Tranſub- 


- 1: As fortiie firſt of theſe ; If there be no-true Pricſtsand_ ! 
Biſhops in the Church of England,.. there are nIne om en. 


bal... Tres 


Rr on 
paige 0a ay Pao fir 
2, As for the Intention of the Prieft; nes gp Es 
of Rome ſignifies no more , than to intend to: do-what the 
Chanch docs; and why is nor intending to do what Chriſt 
does, as ood and perie& an Inteation as this? Andthus we 
all inc to do whas Chriſt did, which is all cheIncention 
tharcan be necelfary t6 Conſecration, unlef the-privace Q- 
—_— n of the Prieſt can alter the nature of the Infticutian. 
the Truchis, If the Church of Rome depends npon.the | 
Intentionof the Prieft tor :Conſecration, no Papiſt can 
be ſure thatthe Bread is conſearaed and thento be urvins 
not tranſubftantiaced; and therefore, I thinkgthey may 
pound this buſineſs,and allow us Tranſabfentunon lv we will 
allow it them. We want it not indeed, and wa pany br 
oy on wh by 30 nh ogy ao mood mos hes 
ommunion 0 Church of Ezgland for that:Reaſon 
are ere wn Ronin Ns ne. 
to Salvation. - Let us 
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& things well canſfidered; 
ano — any cauſe He Cos 


th w—_ He Fudge i ; 
. the time N Cloiſt and bis: 264 # 4 


h ſome paſſages in Scripture are diffoet, others ae 


Riubet 7 -»ſe the Scripture is plain. _ -9 : 
Whether the Do7rine LE the: pers plan mobile 


Scripare. 
Hrther 
ESD 

ty in expound Scripture... "8 
| of way of a Faith. = ſb 7 
kb Hortcichs cook, 9m to Scripture no Argument of the un- - br, 
FDIS WAY. 7 + IS,1 s 
The as fo Romes pretences to Antiquity.- 16,17 © 
Whet wo, People muſt take, robe not able to judge he 4 
+ the Controverfies-in Relig, mc j 190 " EN 
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26,2 
A viſible 'Succeſſion Sh the Apoſtles ho mark of an a7 


pr infalibls Fadee 29 
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Certainty: : 
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